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ern As I do not wish to detain the Senate at this |; in the end they probably would defray expenses. | word. If Iunderstood the amendment proposed : rt 
pts hour by arguing this question—it is well under- || Those are the places in which the public interests | by the Senator from Maryland, it was not sim- i | 
jah: stood—I simply ask for the yeas and nays upon || require that the mail should be carried. If some || oly to leave it discretionary with the Postmaster $ 
ern the proposition. ' such system as the one which I have now sug- || General whether he should establish mail service “eB 
ipts The yeas and nays were ordered. | gested, should be adopted, and no contract should || upon the routes designated in this bill, butitwas = 5 
val- Mr. YULEE. I was going to ask the Senator |) be given for transporting the mails on any route || to inhibit him from so doing, unless, in his judg- =~ i; 
io to withdraw that amendment. It is not proper || where the revenues do not defray expenses, there || ment, the amount of revenue from the particular é 
to this bill. When the Post Office appropriation || would be a degree of fairness about it. __ || route would pay the expenses. I[ cannot vote 
the pill comes up, which contains an appropriation || Whilst on the floor, I desire to state that I think || for that amendment. If I have mistaken it —— 
tin for these routes, it will be in the power of the || the references that have been made to the new || Mr. PEARCE. The Senator is mistaken in 
tin Senator to submit that amendment. | States are not quite fair. I do not believe that || this particular. I do not require that these new 
ae Mr. HARLAN. I wish to move an amend- || the enormous increase of the expense of the Post || routes shall! be self-sustaining; but that the entire 
aid ment. || Office Department is due to the new States and || operations of the Department shall be. If there 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | Territories. Since this discussion has been pro- || shall be no deficiency, these routes may be put 
If inform the Senator that there is an amendment || gressing, I have run over the report of the Post- || in operation. 
pending to amend an amendment. _ _ || master General for the year 1857-58, and I find r. BENJAMIN. Will the Secretary report ‘ 
~ ah Mr. WILSON. Well, Mr. President, it will || that the entire expense for transporting the mail in || the amendment again? ; 
net not occupy much time to take the vote on this || Wisconsin, lowa, California, Aeiahene: Texas, || The Secretary read it. ; ri 
= proposition. || Missouri, New Mexico, Utah, Nebraska, Kan- | Mr. BENJAMIN. They are to come out of + 
. Mr.COLLAMER. I merely wish to suggest || sas, and Oregon, being now eight States and four || the accruing revenues of the whole Department. ‘ 
7 to the gentleman that the last clause in his amend- || Territories, amounted, in 1857, to but $1,299,000. Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir; that was my mean- 
ate ment was i in there for a reason, but, I appre- For the year ending the 30th of June, 1858, the || ing. ha A 
the hend, if adopted, it will not be of any use. It || entire expense of transporting the mails in these Mr. SHIELDS. This is rather a severe meas- 
red allows the contractor to carry the mail according || eight States and four Territories, being twelve in || ure on the new States. aa ’ 
bs tolaw. The President made it according to law. || all, amounts to but $1,664,285 70. The aggre- Mr. PEARCE. I do not think it hurts your 
i I suggest to the Senator to strike out the last || gate cost of transporting the mail for the whole | State. oy tetas 
at clause. United States is $7,344,619 44. Now, sir, it Mr.SHIELDS. That is striking at the weak. 
ys Several Senators. Make that motion. || seems to me it will appear to every one that | I do not think my friend from Maryland intends 
Mr. COLLAMER. I cannot make the motion. || $1,664,000 for transporting the mails in eight | to do that. Ido not want to make a speech, I 
st Mr. WILSON. I will modify my proposition. || States and four Territories, if they be on the do not think it necessary to waste the time of the . 
ard With the leave of the Senate, however, and ac- || frontier, is not an extravagant proportion of the |, Senate upon this subject. 
cording to the advice of one or two friends around || $7,344,000, the aggregate amount paid in the Uni- || The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
lier, me, especially the Senator from Virginia, who, I || ted States. It is true, that the entire expense of | Mr. DURKEE. I have paired off on this sub- 
int suppose, is anxious to take the vote, I will with- || the Post Office system in these States is greater || ject with the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. Rice. ] 
um. draw the amendment, and give notice that I shall || than the revenues derived; but I would remind Mr. FESSENDEN. I have paired off with 
move it on the Post Office appropriation bill. | Senators from the New England States and the | the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis.] Ido 
k, The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no | old States generally, that these States and Ter- || not know how he would vote upon the amend- 
the objection, the amendment may be withdrawn. || ritories are settled with their own people; set- || ment, nor do I know how I would vote myself. 
ave The Chair hears no objection. | ted by their sons and daughters, their younger | ‘The result was then announced—yeas 3, nays 
Mr. PEARCE. [I offer the following amend- || brothers and sisters; and that if they should pay || 35; as follows: 
. een ne:  tanil over auld above the average amount, t would || Ate Meme: Bestest Ripees Sena aD 
3€C- it fi T outes herein au- r above average ’ ae nS en eae J ’ er, ’ ? 
Proce yop manpaenn daleme ond cule the Peabentetan be due to the number of people in the States, pay- Fitapaartch, ene, PestansGenen Gwie’ iandin; Rasen’ 
ese General shall be of opinion that the expense of the same || Ing it for their own people; paying it for their | encom, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten- 
ons oa be defrayed out of the accruing revenues of the Post || ow» children; paying it for their own younger || nessee, King, Lane, Polk, Reid, Sebastian, Shields, Sim- 
bill + | brothers and sisters, who have been sent to the || mons, Slidell, Smith, Stuart, Trumbull, Ward, Wilson, and 
be Mr. President, I understand that the Depart- || West to build up for themselves new fortunes, and || Ywee—3s. : 
ese ment considers it imperative on them to put in || to strengthen the interests of this great country. ‘| So the amendment was rejected, 
ney operation all the routes which are authorized by | It is not just, it seeme to me, to impose upon Mr. PEARCE. I will offer another. amends 
the post route bill. The Postmaster General, 1 || the new settlements of this country the entire || ment, in which I modify my proposition, I pro- 
am told, does not consider it within his discre- || burden of transporting their own mails, even if || pose that whenever the Postmaster General shall 
nth tion to put or not to put these routes in operation, | the income on those routes should not defray the || be of opinion that the receipts on the routes re- 
se as he may think best. When the Post Office De- || expense; but there is extreme injustice in requir- || spectively will amount to two thirds of the ex- 
ree artment Is costing some nine millions more than || ing the people in those new settlements to defray || pense incurred, he may establish them; otherwise 
ex. its receipts amount to, it seems to me to be very || the entire expenses of transporting their own || Fe shall not put them in opes:tion, I shall say 
injudicious to be adding new routes which must |) mails, as is proposed by the amendment, whilst | : : 
hat yu & ee | , ey y , | no more about this subject. 
only increase the rate of deficiencies upon the ac- || you draw millions from the Treasury to transport 





cruing revenue. If the revenue is sufficient to pay vind bois further enasted, That the new tamtenenteaans 


mails in the old States. The effect of this amend- |! 








any 7s 1] ; y : herein shall not be put in operation unless the Postmaster 
hd the expense, it is very proper that they should || ment will be to compei us tocarry ourown mails || General shall be of opinion that the receipts on the same, 
the go into operation. If not, I do not want to in- || by the use of our own money pai into the Treas- || respectively, will amount to two thirds of the expense in- 
tes, crease the deficiency, already so enormous. The | ury from the Post Office Department; whereas we || *u'red thereby. 
an expense of that Department now is three fourths || shall be compelled to contribute our proportion Mr. BENJAMIN. I understand from the Sen- 
of the entire expenditure of the Government || in any deficiency for carrying the mails in Penn- | ator from Maryland that the Postmaster General 
the twenty-five or thirty years ago. It seems to me || sylvania and the old States of this Confederacy. | considers that the establishment of a route in this 
¥e we should avoid this expenditure by the amend- || It seems to me the proposition could not well be || post route bill makes it imperative on him to és- 
ces ment which I propose. ; ; | more unjust in its effect. | tablish the route. 
iad Mr. HUNTER. I concur entirely with the || Mr. PEARCE. In point of fact, I think the | Mr. PEARCE. I understand 80. 
rry Senator from Maryland, that we ought to put || Senator is mistaken. In glancing hastily over the Mr. BENJAMIN. I would inquire of the 
ou- such a limit upon the establishment of new routes || bill, [ see that the largest appropriations, the | chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
as that en shall pay the expense they incur. || largest amount of new routes, are to be found in | and Post Roads whether that is so? 
ing _ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question |} Virginia, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, Mis- | Mr. YULEE. No. The practice of the De- 
ie is on the amendment of the Senator from Mary- || souri, and one other State—Georgia. || partment is to advertise all the routes. If bids 
Dix. land. : | Mr. HAMLIN. And Kansas. | are reasonable, he puts them into operation with 
Lia, Mr. HARLAN. I ask for the yeas and nays || Mr.PEARCE. And Kansas, perhaps, more || a frequency of service proportionate to the im- 
on that amendment. than any other. But with that exception, more || portance of the route, daily, monthly, or weekly, 7 
lay, The yeas and nays were ordered. | than one half of the bill is for new routes in the || once a week or twice a week. That is the custom 
a, Mr. HARLAN. If the Senator from Mary- || States 1 have mentioned. The new States, there- | of the Department. 
art, land will so amend his amendment as to include || fore, are not so much injured by my amendment | Mr. BENJAMIN. I would be perfectly will- 
all mail routes, I would have jess objection to it | as the Senator supposes. This is a temporary | ing to vote for an amendment by which any such 
than as it now stands. This will merely affect the || provision, and tigplite only to the routes in this | forced construction as that should be obviated. I 
on new States and Territories. Most of the routes Bit. If we shall see hereafter the operations of | would be willing to put a section in the bill, that 
that are provided for in this bill are those that || the Post Office, as restricted by the bill now pend- || nothing contained in the bill shall be so construed 
oe. traverse the new States, where the country is || ing in Congress, shall be more favorable, and be | as to make it imperative on the Postmaster Gen- 
ver settling up rapidly; and where, although, in all || able to approach something like self-sustaining, | eral to establish service on any of the aforesaid 
s to probability, the revenue would not pay the ex- || then we may enlarge these new routes without a || routes, when in his judgment the public interest 
- pense that pm be incurred in transporting the | restriction at the next session of Congress. || does not require it; but certainly I could not agree 
mails across those routes in the first yearortwo, |! Mr. BENJAMIN. I only desire to say one |! to any such limitation as this. 
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Mr. YULEE. That discretion now exists. || Mr. BRODERICK. I believe this section is 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, I must say that || general. It to strike out all of them; 
the explanation of the Senator from Florida does |, but I do not want to make an exception of Cali- 
not come at all ap to the point in this matter, || fornia. 


The truth is, the Postmaster General exercises | 
entirely, and under all circumstances, full discre- | 


tion about it. I have had many routes created |, 

bere for my own State, and [ know that he does || 

not take thera and put them in operation at all, || 

because they are created here. What is more than || 

that, which the Senator has failed to explain, is, 

that whenever he chooses to abolish a route which 
in operation, he does abolish it. 

Mr. YULEE. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. How can it be, | 
then, that a half-way explanation is given about | 
the matter, which is purely discretionary, leaving | 
it to be implied that it is not purely discretionary 
with the head of the Department to do as he 
pleases? I object to these half-way explanations 
that 'eave us to come to one conclusion, when 
palpably, in point of fact, there is a different one 
ip practice. 

r. YULEE. I think the explanation was not | 
altogether half way, but sufficiently full. I stated | 
that discretion existed with the Postmaster Gen- | 
eral; that the practice of the Department was to | 
advertise all the routes, and to put them in oper- | 
ation if there were reasonable bids, with a fre- | 

uency of service according to the importance of 
the route. Now,I may add this—and that is 
practically what the Senator alludes to, and with 
that addition the explanation is precisely accord- 
ing to the practice of the Department—that where 
the routes created by law are unnecessary, in con- 
sequence of existing routes, and in conflict with 
existing routes, he does not put them in operation. | 

Mr. PEARCE. With that explanation of the | 

ntleman, who is better ead on the subject, 

withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. [ am instructed by the Commit- |, 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to move to | 
strike out all of the eleventh section, after the | 
word “ papers,’’ in the thirty-third line, in the 
following words: 

* And no other or further allowances whatever shall be 
made to any postmaster, except from the rents of boxes or 
pigeon holes as now authorized by law; and the commis- 
sions and allowances authorized by this actsball be subjoct | 
to the provisions of the forty-firat section of the act entitled 
* An act to reduce into one the several acts establishing and 
reguiating the Post Oilice Department,’ approved March 3, 
1625.” 





Mr. President, I will state what will be the ef- 
fect of this provision, if not stricken out. It will | 
close four fifths of the offices in all the new States, 
which are separating offices that do not pay any | 
compensation; and the laws, from the 3d of March, | 
1825, down to the present time, have provided for || 
giving these allowances. ‘The Postmaster Gene- 
ral, | believe, would like to have this provision of || 
the bill adopted; but the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads have authorized me to 
move this amendment. 

Mr. BRODERICK. [tis with reluctance that 
IT am compelied to differ with my colleague. I am 
in favor of retaining this clause in the bill. I think 
that the perquisites should be taken from the 
postmasters, for I find that more is paid to the 
postmasters in California than is paid to the 
postmasters of twenty-three States of this Union, 
and, with one exception, in all the southern States. 
One hundred and fourteen thousand dollars are | 
now taken from the receipts of the Post Office De- 
partment forthe payment of postmasters in Cal- 
ifornia. 1 hope the Senate will not strike out 
thia portion of theeleventh section. If it is as- | 
certained, when we meet again next December, 
that two thirds of the post offices in California || 
will be closed by this provision of the bill, I will || 
Vote cordially with my colleague to insert some || 
provision in a new bill that may be brought in, || 
providing for a goroen postmasters. i] 

h 


** . 


» provision that he wishes is | 


r. GWIN. 


to close up the post offices in California, to see 
whether or not the people cannot get along with- | 
out them. 





Mr, BRODERICK. No, sir; I would keep 
them wide open; but I am of opinion that the com- 
insation allowed to all other postmasters will be 

y the postmasters of California. It |) 
erence of opinion. 
» Is not the compensation allowed 
mag ters the same as paid to those | 
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Mr. GWIN. It is not an exception. My 
amendment is intended for the whole Union, for 
all the offices throughout the United States. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Then | wish it understood 
I am for taking it away from all the postmasters 
of the United States. 

Mr.GWIN. The Senator, then, wants to shut 


up all the small post offices in the new States, | 


where the compensation is not enough to get any 
capable person to keep the office; where the fees 
of the distributing office will not pay for the dis- 







tribution of documents that are intended for ad- |; 
joining offices. Now, sir, in order to strike down | 
small offices in his own State, he wants to strike | 


them out in all other places in the Union. 
is intended as a general clause. 
master General very well to have this clause in- 


serted in the bill; but the Post Office Committee, | 
having representatives upon it from the new | 


States, knowing the importance of this provision 
to these new States, and that the small aeons could 
not be kept open unless this act of March 3, 1825, 
and the subsequent legislation on the subject, 
were retained, instructed me to move to strike it 
out. I hope the Senators from other new States, 
except my colleague, will strike out this provis- 


ion, which will close a number of the offices in all | 


the new States—Oregon and Minnesota, and all 
the States recently established. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I see, sir, that this amend- 
ment has been reported from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. My colleague 


is a very active and efficient member of the com- | 
mittee, and 1 wish that he had used as much in- | 
| fluence 





Mr. GWIN. Tam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to strike it 
out. It was put in without a majority of the 
committee being aware of it, at the request of the 
Postmaster General. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Well, sir, I am free to 
say thatif every member of the Post Office Com- 
mittee favored it, 1 would oppose it. I do not 
want to make an exception of California. 

Mr.GWIN. Itis noexception for California; 
it is general. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Well, sir, I will take it 
inevery way. Idonotcare which way you pre- 
sent it, | am opposed to it. 

Mr.GWIN. Of course you are. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I[am. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will 
address the Chair, and not each other. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Well, sir, I will address 
the Chair. I hope the Senate will retain this 
wholesome provision; for 1 do not believe that one 
of the post offices in my State will be closed, or 
that one of the postmasters will resign; therefore, 
I shall cast my vote for the retention of this sec- 
uon. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I should like to have a little 
better information than I possess in relation to 
the amendment now submitted by the Senator 


| from California. I should like to know specifically | 
‘| what are the other allowances, and what they 


have been, which they would receive if this clause 
be stricken outof the bill, but which they will not 
receive if itis retained? The Senator himself who 
makes the motion tells us that the clause is in- 
serted at the suggestion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. 
ment understands very well what is requisite and 


| proper, and what is adequate compensation for 


the services performed. [| take it the effect of this 
motion is just this; it has this extent, and no 
more: itsays favorites may get alittle more under 
this bill. That is all there is of it. You will not 
find a post office on the Atlantic or the Pacific 
coast, oranywheore else, that will not be taken just 
as good care of, just as well provided for, the 
duties of the office just as well discharged, if this 
clause is retained in the bill, as you will if it is 
stricken out. The result will be an economizing 
of the Treasury. If you keep the clause in, you 
will have a little more funds with which to carry 
on the Department. If you strike it out, you 


take that and give it to political favorites. That 
is all there is of it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Iam not so 


familiar with the laws in regard to this particular 


Now, | apprehend the Post Office Depart- | 
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It suits the Post- | 
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provision as to be able to decide upon it; ae 
call the attention of the Senator ae ke sin 
spoken, and the attention of the Senator from Cal. 
ifornia who is opposed to this amendment, {Mr 
Bropericx,] to one point. J am very certain that 
neither of them wishes to do any injustice; and | 
am strongly of the impression that they are act. 
ing under a mistake or misapprehension of the 
measure. It is proposed to strike out a provig. 
ion which seems never did meet the concurrence 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, if I understand aright. 


Mr. YULEE. If the Senator will 





permit me, 


that is a matter which perhaps may be Properly 
explained here. 
r. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Certainly, 


Mr. YULEE. ‘That would be a legitimate jp. 
ference from the manner in which the statement 
was made by my friend from California, ang 
which went further than he intended, I presume, 
The bill had been reported as it is without bein 
considered by the committee before this matter 
was brought to the attention of the committee 
I believe by the Senator from California {Mr 
Gwin} himself. I presume he intended to say 


that the effect of the clause had escaped the at- 


tention of the committee at the time they acted 
upon the bill which was reported. 

Mr. GWIN. If the Senator will permit me, 
was not this clause proposed by the Postmaster 
General, after the bill had passed through the 


| committee, and the chairman of the committee 
| was authorized to go to the Post Office Depart. 





' 
' 
| 
i 





ment for the purpose of having some such altera- 
tions made as were necessary ? 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir; it was part of the @ 
original draft of the bill. “A 

Mr. GWIN. Certainly I never saw it until 
after the bilt was reported. The committee au- 
thorized me to move to strike it out. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. There is a 
misapprehension, then, among members of the 
committee, as to whether they proposed it at all, 
or not. I am well satisfied that it will destroy 


| all the minor offices, where the receipts are small, 


in those sections of the country where there is no 
great commerce, nor any great number of settlers 
immediately tributary to the office. I aim very 
certain the Senator from California [Mr. Brop- 
ERICK] himself does not want to effect that; and 
I do not believe the Senator from Maine would 
desire to effect it. I call the attention of those 
Senators to the fact that the compensation of 
postmasters is made up mainly by a percentage 
on the receipts at the offices, until it reaches a 
certain amount. For instance: in the city of New 
York, the postmaster would take in an immense 
amount; and he would be allowed a percentage, 
I believe, on what he receives, until his percent- 
age or pay would amount to a certain sum. Am 
I correct? 

Mr.GWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, Then, when 
you come to a little office where the amount re- 
ceived is not great, but, on the contrary, very 
small, and it is absolutely necessary to the people 
around that the service should be rendered, they 
are allowed the same percentage. Itis a percent- 
age that will not pay for the trouble, daily, or 
semi-weekly, or tri-weekly, of opening the mail 
and attending to the business of the office. The 
consequence will be, in many cases, the post- 
master will say, ‘‘ 1 cannot endure this trouble 
for a percentage upon so small a sum daily, sem'- 
weekly, or tri-weekly, for the same percentage 
that is received by the person holding the office 
of postmaster, and discharging its duties in the 
city of New York; for a mere percentage upon 
one hundred, or upon fifty or twenty-five dollars, 
I cannot consent to undertake the duties of the 
office; and I therefore will not hold the office, if 
I am to be cut off from the fees altogether.”” A 
different percentage, as it may be called, is giver 
to the postmaster who attends to the duties of one 
of those small offices, by a provision now inserte 
in ae bill in the following words, which I will 
read: 

“ And no other or further allowances whatever shall be 
made to any postmaster, except from the rent of boxes oF 
pigeon holes, as now authorized by law ; and the comuus- 
sions and allowances authorized by this act shall be subject 


to the provisions of the forty-first section of the act entitled 
“An we reduce into one the several acts establishing and 


regulasig te Fed fies Department,’ approved March 3, 
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The object of this provision is to cut off ad- 
ditional percentages or additional allowances. It 
js not just to the people themselves. It is just 
enough to the postmaster, who, if he does not 
want to hold the office, can quit it; he is not com- 

lied to hold it; but is it just to those who are 
tributary to the office to cut off the mail there 
altogether by the introduction of so pretty a re- 
form or abridgment of expense as this may be? 
[do not think it is just, nor do I think there can 
be a respectable number in the Senate, even of | 
members from the older States—for they have 
poor constituencies and thin communities to rep- 
resent as well as any other—can be found to re- 
tain that provision in this bill. I hope it will be 
stricken out. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I hope the provision will 
not be stricken out; and I will inform the Senator 
from Arkansas that in every small town in the 
United States this office of postmaster is very 
much sought after. Every man who keeps a 
small tavern, or grocery, or a trading store, is | 
anxious to get the post office at his place. Many | 
of them would perform the service for nothing if | 
the Government would make them postmasters. 
1 have no fear for my State. The Senators from 
al! the other new States can speak for themselves; 
but I speak in part for California, and I am will- 
ing to undergo the risk. 

r. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Of course, the 
Senator understands the purpose of the amend- 


ment; but my reason for striking it out is, that, 


in my State, six, at least, out of every ten post 
offices are not to be found in any town atall, nor 
are there any stores or trading establishments in 
which they are established; but it is merely out 
in the country and upon the roadside where a 
mail is dropped as they go along on horseback; 
for much the greater part of the service there is | 
merely horseback service. The people ought not | 
to be deprived of that service without having the | 
benefits of mail service allowed to them in some 
form. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I do not understand that 
they are deprived. There is a provision in the 
bill to pay them. I am for taking away the per- 
quisites. I do not believe in giving any perquis- 
ites to postmasters, and for that reason I am op- 
posed to this amendment. As I said before, other 
Senators, representing new States, can speak for | 
themselves. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I would lile to inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads what it is that will be effected by 
this last clause in the section? What will be the 
effect if that is retained ? 

Mr. YULEE. 1 will state it. The intention 
of the provision was to cut off all allowances, 
beyond those specifically authorized in the section 
of the act which relates to the compensation of 
postmasters. There were various enactments after 
the act of 1851, which were intended, by allow- 








of one kind or another, to keep up to a point near 
the old standard the compensation of postmas- 
ters. The object of the committee was limited to 
this, and it was this that was intended by the 
amendment. 
my friend from California, would go beyond what 
he himself intended. The object of the commit- 
tee, as represented by the Senator from California, 
was to save those two clauses in the act of June 
22, 1854. Ina long section relating to the com- 
pensation of allowances to postmasters, there is a 
provision of this nature: 


“Provided further, That to any postmaster of a separating 
office, whose commissions, allowances, and emoluments, 


may be found insuiiicient to provide the extra labor neces- | 
sary to a prompt and efficient performance of the duties of | 


I think the motion, as proposed by | 
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sums, out of the postages collected at their respective of- 
fices, as will, in addition to the commissions, allowances, 
and emoluments, be sufficient to defray the actual and ne- 
cessary expenses of their offices.” 


As I understand it, the purpose of the Senator 
from California [Mr: Gwiy] is to preserve these 
two provisions, and that is all he desires. I think 
it would be better, instead of striking out the 
whole clause, to add a proviso that nothing con- 
tained in the bill shall be deemed to affect these 
two provisions. 


offices. We have much trouble to get men who 
will discharge the duty and deliver mail matter to 
our people. I therefore hope that this portion of 
the bill will be stricken out. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. There are three 
classes of offices; one a distributing, another a 
separating office, and tne third is the ordinary 
post office. There is a different rate of pay pro- 
vided for each of these classes of offices, The 
Senator from Florida informs us that this provis- 
ion is applicable only to the separating offices. If 





Mr. GWIN. I think it had better be stricken || | correctly understand it, (and if I do not, he can 
out. Here is legislation for the last thirty years || correct me at once,) the compensation of the sep- 
prepared for the purpose of meeting these very || arating offices, which are or inarily small offices 
cases in the new States, which is superseded by || where there is unusual labor and service, and to 





this provision, and, therefore, I think it ought to 1 


be stricken out. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understand the last sec- 
tion read by the Senator from Florida to refer 
especially to California, Oregon, and Washing- 
ton. 

Mr. YULEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Is there any reason why 
a distinction should be made between those two 
States and the Territory of Washington and the 
other States and Territories of the Union; that, 
where there are offices in sparsely settled neigh- 


| borhoods, there should be a distinction in their 
| favor and against other sparsely settled portions 





separating and dispatching the mails passing through his 
oftice, the Postmaster General may make such quarterly 
allowances, out of the postages collected at such office, as 
he may deem sufficient to compensate such extra labor.” 


Under that provision, I learned at the Depart- 
ment that they are very much pressed from all 
the States for the establishment of separating of- 
fices, under which the postmasters are enabled to 
obtain an increase of allowances. Then there was 
another act passed in 1854, which related to the 

service in the State of California, and in 
the Territories of Oregon and Washington, which 
meee in the fourth section, a clause to this 

“That the Postmaster General may allow to the said 
State and Territories, from the Ist day of July, 1853, such 


"Es 








of Territories and States? Should not they ail 
be upon the same footing? 

Mr. IVERSON. 
reason and object of the incorporation of this 
provision in this bill, which the Senator from 
California has moved to strike out. 
istration of the Post Office Department have fre- 
quent applications to increase the compensa- 
tion of these small deputy postmasters scattered 
throughout the country, on the ground that their 
compensation is not sufficient for their services. 


These persons come to members of Congress, and | 


notonly make applications to the Postmaster Gen- 


eral, but they bring to bear upon the Postmaster | 


General the influence of members of Congress from 
their districts and States; and in this way the Post- 
master General is exceedingly annoyed by these 
applications for increased compensation. The ob- 
ject of this provision, as inserted at the instance 
of the Postmaster General, is to relieve him from 
these applications. It seems to me the thing is 
going rather too far; that in seeking to relieve the 
Postmaster General from applications thus made 
to him, and to relieve him from the responsibil- 


| ity of deciding upon them, he is tying up his 


hands, or this provision ties up his hands, so 
that he cannot exercise the discretion in cases 
where there is merit in the application. Now, 


| sir, if the Postmaster General be a firm man, 
| which he ought to be, or else he ought not to 


have the office at all, he will decide upon the ap- 


| plication made according to the merits of the ap- 
| plication; and if there be an additional compen- 
ances discretionary on the part of the Department, || 


sation deserved by the postmaster, he will grant it 
under the law now in force; and if additional 
compensation is not deserved, he can reject the 
application. For one, | am not willing to relieve 


him from this responsibility. Let him take it. | 


It is proper that he should exercise it, and I trust 


the motion to strike the provision out of the biil | 
| will prevail. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


I dislike very much to say 


a word in regard to this matter; but, as I under- | 


stand it, this section which is proposed to be re- 
pealed in this new bill gives the Postmaster Gen- 


eral unlimited discretion as to the compensation | 


of these postmasters. If that be so, certainly he 
ought not to have this discretion. 





Mr. GWIN. It is no new thing. 

Mr. HUNTER. What limit is there? 

Mr. GWIN. There is a limitation in the law. 

Mr. LANE. It is limited to a reasonable com- 
pensation. 

Mr. HUNTER. He is to judge of it. 

Mr. GWIN. It is to be within the revenues 
of the office. He cannot go beyond that, in al- 
lowing compensation for the small offices of the 
country. 

Mr. LANE. I will say to the Senator from 
Virginia, without taking one minute’s time, that 
the trouble we have in Oregon, under the laws as 
they now are, is to get men to serve at all; and 
every mail that arrives here brings more than 


| ones ay, several resignations, and we have trou- 
ble with our postmasters at our various little post || left out of one m 





I think I understand the || 


The admin- || 


which the mail comes to to be distributed out 
| amongst the people, amounts to the entire pro- 
_ ceeds of the office. This is allowed at the discre- 
|| tion of the Postmaster General. Now, the Sen- 
|| ator from Florida says that this seetion applies 
|| solely to the separating offices. If that is so, why 
| not so specify it at once in the bill? Whatis more, 
| if that is what he wants to strike out, is Se 
|| justice in striking it out at all, if it is not allo 

|| when the receipts of the office are not sufficient to 
|| authorize it? Where there is a separating office 


|| created, it can be put into the first class, and called 


|| a distributing office. I believe that the whole por- 

‘| tion of the section, to which the motion now re- 

|| lates, ought to be stricken out, in order to deal 

|| fairly, justly, and properly in this matter. 

Mr. BRODERICK called for the yeas and 

|| nays; and they were ordered. 

1 ir. YULEE. I am preparing an amendment 
which will answer the purpose of the Senator 

| from California, [Mr. Gwin. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. As the yeas and nays 
have been called, | wish to state, in a single 
word, the reason why I shail have to vote against 
this proposition to strike out. As I understand 
the section ef the statute read by the honorable 
Senator from Florida, there is a distinction be- 
tween the Territory of Washington and the States 
of Oregon and California, and all the other States 
and Territories of the United States; and that, 
wherever there are post offices established in 
|| sparsely-settled neighborhood s, where the receipts 
|| are very small, it is in the discretion of the Post- 
|| master General, in those States and that Terri- 
|| tory, to give the whole proceeds of the office to 
| sustain the postmaster. Now, is that right? If 
|| it is right in Oregon and California and Wash- 
| ington, why is it not right in New Mexico, right 
| in Utah, and right in sparsely-setded portions of 
|| Wisconsin, Minnesota, lowa,and Arkansas, and 
| all the new States? Why leave that unlimited 
discretion to the Postmaster General in refereneé 
|| to post offices in those States, and not leave it to 
‘| him in other cases? Although there is nothing 
|| which | am not willing reasonably to do to en- 
| courage the settlement of Oregon, Washington, 
| and California, { do not think it right that such a 

discrimination should be allowed to stand on the 
|| statute-book. 
Mr. KING. It is disputed by the gentlemen 
| on the other side of the House what this prop- 
osition is. I would ask that the portion to 
|| stricken out be read, that we may judge for our- 
selves what the amendment is. 
| The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Secretary 
|| will read the amendment. 
Mr. KING. That is all I want. 
| ‘The Secretary read it. 
| Mr. HAMLIN. I have some recollection of 
this clause in the act of 1854, which gives to post- 
| masters an additional compensation at “nan 
| offices. I was a member myself of the Post Of- 
‘fice Committee at the time it was adopted. I 
_ know the object which it was designed to effect, 
and I think I can say I know now th 
not effected. What is a separating 
|the Senate understand that in the first place. 
There are distributing offices. 1 think there is 
| but one distributing office ina State. It has a 
|| technical meaning. It has a meaning which is 
| understood by whites | It is the office to 
_ which letters are mailed from other and distant 
| States, and there distribated to all the other of- 
| fices in the State where that distributing office is. 
| What is a separating office? There is no other 
definition of it than this: any office is a separat- 
ing office where two mails meet. If two mails 
one office at ae angles, and mail matter 18 
ail and retained in that office, 
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and separated from it to be put into another mail | 
that goes over a cross road, that is a separating 
office. It therefore results in this, that every 
post office in this country is a separating office 
where there are two mails coming to it, and mat- 
ter is retained out of one mail to be put into 
another mail. 
Now, there are cases where railroads ina State 
wer converge toa point, and ata town of consid- 
era 


le importance, which is not a distributing of- || 


fice, and large quantities of mail matter come there 
to be separated , and to be sent to the various States, 


made up just as they are made up at the original 
office from which they are sent. Now, in large 
places there was a propriety of giving to the Post- 
master General some discretionary power about 
granting an additional compensation at these 
places; but the result has been, (and | state pre- 
cisely what the Postmaster Gene »ral told me after- 
wa 


had been used at all. 
think that you can point out a single solitary sep- 
arating office in all the northern States where one 
farthing of additional compensation is allowed. 
If that is so, I say that is a discretionary power 


Postmaster General. 


80 that it shall not give to the Postmaster General 
that discretion which will enable him virtually to 


regulate and to increase the post offices over two | 


thirds of the whole country, then I will vote for 
it; but 1 will not vote to give that power which 
enables him to regulate the compensation of more 
than one half the postmasters in the country, be- 
cause, technically speaking, the offices that [ have 
alluded to ave separating offices. That is the ob- 
jection to it. 


fect merely ‘California. 1 do not know anything 
about that, and I do not propose to speak about 


it, but till the rule is a wrong one to depart from | 
Vest the dis- || 


the legislative power in any case. 
eretionary power in any officer, and by importu- 


to be stricken out, ought not to be stricken out, 
and I shall vote to keep it in. 
Mr. YULEE. | think for the purpose of bring- 


ing this bill to a conclusion, it will be better for | 
the amendment as geapened by the Senator from | 


California, althoug = a little beyond what 
was contemplated by the committee 
quired by the Senator himself, to be stricken out; 


and insert it in one of the other bills when they 
come up. We have a bill before the committee 
now in which we can introduce any amendment 
necessary to limit the discretion of the Postmas- 
ter General. I think, therefore, we might as well 
strike it out, and have action upon the bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 


read the amendment. 
The Secretary read it. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Now, I ask what is the | 


amendment of the Senator from California? 
Mr. GWIN. 


with the Post Office Department as to small offi- 
ces, from 1825 to the 
strike it out, an 
remain as it is. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That leaves to the discretion 
of the Postmaster General to make allowances at 
what are called separating offices. 

Mr.GWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. To the extent 


resent time. I want to 
and let the legislation on that subject || 





'| public service, thanalaw 
because at the distributing offices the records are || 
| Office, and with that to be contented. There 
| should be no discretion of this kind in the head 





Se 


|| the United States. 
Now, sir, as to the other clause, it is not to af- | 


,and aa re- | 
| the Post Office Committee had better devise a law 
and we can more discreetly make a provision that | 
will answer all the just purposes of jegislation, | 


| master, according | to his discretion. 
| to abuse, and is the source of such annoyance 
|| that we can never have peace in the country 
1 would like to know what | 
the amendment now is that we are voting upon? | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 


discretion exists. 


General, fix the pay of the office. 


It is to strike out that portion || 
which a all the legislation in connection || 
0 


| is unequal; it is unjust 





Wetting 
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Mr. GHIELDS...Yeo,air...... .. acl Yes, sir. 

Mr. KING. Iwas sorry to hear the chairman 
| of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads assent to this amendment. I think this 
amendment restrains one of the evils which have 
| produced the embarrassments of the Department; 


partment. We have heard from gentlemen of the 


_importanities to which the Department is sub- 
| jected for increased compensation. 


There is no 
better rule to fix the compensation of persons in 

ae which al) shall know 
what they are to receive when they go into the 


of a Department for various reasons. It is a suf- 


| ficient reason that it is liable to abuse, liable to 


favoritism, to the granting of a larger allowance 


_to some than to others—considerations entirely 
| independent and separate from the public service. 
8,) that the power was so broad he did not |) 
dare to use it; and I do not know that the power | 
I can only say, I do not || 


Although it is not perhaps one of the largest | 
branche > of expenditure, yetitisoneofthem, and I 
think the recommendation from the Department— 


,and | understand this comes from the Depart- 
|| ment—is a very sound and good one, and that it 
| has stronger reasons than the mere desire not to 
| take the responsibility of deciding upon the in- | 
that never should be put into the hands of another || 
if you will limit it to a cer- || 
tain sum to offices that require a certain service, | 


creased compensation. I hope it will be retained. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I think it is much safer to | 
leave the payment of the postmasters to the law | 
than to the discretion of the Department. It is 
liable to much abuse. There are constant appli- 
cations, from these separating offices, for extra 
pay; and each one makes out as favorable a case 


| as he can, and shows by his testimony great hard- 


ship. The consequence is, it throws into the 
hands of the Postmaster General the discretion of 


_allowing extra pay or not, toa large number, per- 


haps an immense majority, of the post offices of 
I think it is unsafe to leave 


| the pay and emoluments of so large a class of | 
|| officers to the discretion of the Postmaster Gene- 


ral. He can abuse it if he pleases. 
Mr. SHIELDS. If the honorable Senator will 
permit me, I will state, to the credit of the present 


| Postmaster General, that he wishes to be relieved 
mity, Or in some other way, if the officer is not | 
allowed to abuse the power he is allowed to mis- | 
use it, The whole thing, asa principle, is wrong. 
I think that part of the section, which is proposed | 


|| I think he ought to be relieved. I have innumer- 
| able applications from my State for this extra 


of this discretion. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I am delighted to hear that 


_ the present incumbent of the Post Office Depart- 


ment desires to be relieved from this discretion. 


pay, and the applications keep coming constantly. 
When you grant it in one case, another desires 
it, another, and another. Almost every office is 
a separating office to a certain extent. Some sepa- 
rate more mail matter than others; and I think 


applicable to the case and settle it by law, rather | 
than leave it to the unrestrained, unlimited dis- 
cretion of the Postmaster General. A Postmaster 
General who desires to do it can show favorit- 
ism, by giving high pay or low pay to a post- 
It is liable 


among the different postmasters, as long as this 
Whatever the pay is, let it be 
regulated by law. If itis not enough, raise it by 
law; but let the law, not the will of the Postmaster 
Public officers 
are dependent enough now upon the appointing 
power, by the exercise of the power of removal, 





| and that is this discretion in the head of the De 
| 











instead of adding to it that of fixing their salaries. 
I think it is a very dangerous practice, It is an- 


_noying to the Postmaster General; it is annoying 


to those who represent the State, to whom appli- 
cations are sent; it is annering to every one; it 

e ought to have the 
/means of knowing what the income of the office 
| is; and I think it should be fixed, certain, by law, 
or some rule that we can understand, and that 


will woe alike all over the country 


ODERICK obtained the floor. 





February y 24, 


Mr. BRODERICK. Well, sir, if I was i 
habit of speaking as often as Senator aie 
Georgia, 1 should think it very a ‘oe him to 
catechise me for ee the Se 

Mr. IVERSON. I wil eatin sy ansert that 
the records will show that the Senator from Cal. 
ifornia speaks twice to my once. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I doubt the fact. 1 den it 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair wil! 
Senators to pause. Does the Senator from Geor. 
gia insist upon the point of order? 

Mr. IVERSON. No, sir; I withdraw it, 

Mr. BRODERICK. 1 wish to state that the 
compensation of postmasters and incidental ex. 
penses amount to $3,288,789, and the net reve. 
nue accruing to $3,781 578. Under these circum. 





| stances, I would ask Senators who are pratin 


every day about economy, whether they are goj 
to encourage this abuse? I consider it an abuse 
that ought to be corrected, and for that reason | 
stated very briefly to- -night, that I was willing to 
take my part of the risk for California. I believe 
that no post office in pi State will be closed, and 
1 am very sure that if the offices were put up for 
| sale, they would bring a premium in my State, 
or in any State in the Union. Thatis my opinion 
of my own State. 1 may be incorrect in regard 


| to other States. I hope that this exhibit will sat. 


isfy any Senator that this abuse ought to be cor. 
rected, and I am very ane that the chairman of 
the Post Office Committee has seen fit to yield to 
the importunities that have been made to him this 
evening. 

Mr. ¥ ULEE. I have not yielded to any im- 
portunities; I have deferred to what seemed to me 
a discreet course. As has been stated by the © 
Senator from California, [Mr. Gwin,] the com. ~” 
mittee had directed an amendment to be prepared 
which would save the fourth section of the actof 
1854, in relation to post offices upon the Pacific, 
and the clause in the act of the same year, which 
related to the separating offices. It had escaped 
my recollection at the time, because 1 depended 
upon the Senator from California to prepare and 
move the amendment, having myself been op- 
posed to it in the committee. | recommended the 

nate to strike out the clause as it stands now, 
for the purpose of closing the discussion, and 
passing the bil; and that we would prepare, asan 
amendment to a bill which is now before the com- 
mittee, what is necessary to a just and proper 
legislation upon this matter. e may be able, 
perhaps, to define what shall be considered sepa- 
rating offices, and thus limit the discretion of the 
Postmaster General. It will be advisable to con- 
tinue some of these as separating offices. It is 
probable, also, there may be reasons why, upon 
the Pacific coast, it may be advisable to continue 
for a while longer the legislation of 1854, which 
was then deemed advisable, and which I believe 
has operated very well. Upon an act which is 
now in the hands of the committee from the House 
of Representatives, we can make such legislation 
as will be discreet in reference to this subject. 
The committee will report that measure soon. | 
therefore recommend, for the purpose of closing 
the matter, that we adopt the motion of the Sen- 
ator from California, to strike out that clause. | 
will vote for it myself. 

Mr. KING. I desire to ask one question of 
the Senator from Florida. Is not this section, as 
it stands in the bill, good as far as it goes? 

Mr. YULEE. i have thought so; but “ 
further than the committee thought it shoul 

me KING. No further than I think it ought 


° Sie. YULEE. It is principally upon the sub- 
ject of separating offices. It does go further than 

rhaps would be discreet and advisable. It may 
Le advisable to designate by law what shall be 
considered separating offices, and thus limit the 
discretion of the Post Office Department, without 
damaging or endangering the public service. 
think it advisable to strike out the clause as pro- 














—-—_ awe wt we met 4 eS fe’ eo 


of the existing laws. Mr. YULEE. I had suggested posed by the Senator from California, and then 
‘Mr. SHIELDS. I will state, if I understand The VICE PRESIDEN Will the Senator || the committee can pron an amendment. 
it, that, if this clause be stricken out, it leaves || from California yield to the Senator from Florida ? Mr. DOUGLAS hy not leave this clause 
the discretion in the Postmaster General to make Mr. BRODERICK. I will get through in a ine 7” eeen pare it? ‘ 
additional com pomene at what are called sepa- minute. ULEE. N No, sir, we can prepare it for 
f it is retained, it takes away the | Mr. IVERSON. I rise to a point of order. ceanae el | 


ee This discussion has oe far x Dane The rule 
" A DOUG DOUGLAS. If the clause is retained, || declares that no Senator shall speak more than || I will vote for a bill correcting abuses, if you will 

ee does it take away the discretion of the Postmas- || twice on the same subject, without leave of the || only leave this section in. 

f ser General ? Senate. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator from 


‘ . 
; Mr. BRODERICK. That is not what I want. 


- 
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1859. 


rida may be right. It may go a little further 
se was igteuded; but if I understand it aright, 
this clause is in conformity with the recommend- 
ation of the Department. Now, if there be any 
little mistake that shall be found in this hereafter, 
it will be just as easy to amend this as it will be 
to insert something new, if you retain it. 

Mr. GWIN. Why, Mr. President, we cannot 

ss two laws ranning through Congress at the 
same time, and strike out sections for the express 

urpose of meeting a bill coming from the lower 

ouse, already stricken out by the amendment of | 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. It is roneges to devise a plan 
to bring this subject before the Senate. This 
clause 18 & Sweeping repeal of all the laws con- 
nected with the Post Office from the year 1825 
down to the present time. 

Mr. YULEE. I will say in addition, I prefer 
that it should be stricken out for another reason. 
I learn from my friend from California that he 
had calculated upon my preparing the amend- 


ment. 
Mr.GWIN. Certainly I did. 











and that the intention of the Committee has not || 
been carried out. I prefer, therefore, to have it 
stricken out, and I will prepare a clause fer a bill | 
now before the committee, which wili answer the 
purpose. 





ject, and my reasons for it. 


| him that I favored it; but just before his colleague | 
| came in, when the Senator came to me and in- | 


| me. 


saying that I have not changed my opinion. I 
have Stated to the Senate won wit inate I ob- 
I have stated that I 
was opposed to the change, but I have stated also, 
that it was in the contemplation of the Depart- 
ment to make a change in respect to the Pacific 
service. Now the Senator is mistaken in saying 
I was eager for the passage of this section. | told | 


| 


“i in respect to the income from postages in | 
alifornia and the large amount allowed to post- | 
masters in California, I stated to him, my atten- | 
tion being then, for the first time, called to the | 
fact that the amendment directed by the commit- | 


| tee was not in the bill, and why it was that there | 
| was a special act there which authorized an extra 

| allowance to postmasters in California. 
|| same time stated to him distinctly, that his col- 


I at the | 





league had been authorized and instructed by the 


Mr. YULEE. The Senator misunderstands 
I stated it distinctly, and then, when my 


attention was called to it, | stated distinctly that | 
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|| his colleague had been authorized to move that || 


amendment, and that he was authorized so to do || or may not agree. 


Mr. BRODERICK. I hope that we will allow || because I, myself, was in favor of the bill as it || 


this section to remain in the bill as it is. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, || 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Brown, Fitch, Green, Gwin, 
Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Reid, Sebastian, | 
Smith, Ward, and Yulee—13. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Broderick, Chandler, Clark, 
Clay, Collamer, Doolittle, Douglas, Foot, Foster, Hale, 


Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, || 


King, Mason, Shields, Simmons, Trumbull, and Wilson— | 
2 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall now put the 
bill on its passage. 

Mr. YULEE. I have an amendment to the 
same section to carry out the purpose of the com- 
mittee. [ will move it as an amendment to the 
section that we have just been acting upon: 

That nothing contained in this section shall be construed 
to repeal the fourth section of the act, approved July 27, 
1854, entitled ‘“‘ An act making provision for the postal ser- 
vice in the State of California and the Territories of Oregon 
and Washington.” 

I will state, in treating upon the subject-matter 
of that section in reference to the service on the 
Pacific, that it was the purpose of the committee 
to retain the service on the Pacific, as it exists now, 
until further advices upon the subject. I hope, 
therefore, that the proviso which | have offered 








| 
| 
| 
} 


| 


| 


will be adopted. | 


Mr. BRODERICK. I hope this amendment | 
will not prevail. It will nullify the action of the 
Senate justtaken. Itisin California that | am 
opposed to this abuse. Other Senators must | 
speak for their own States. ] showed that it cost | 
$114,000 to pay the incidental expenses of post- 
masters in California. I showed that every south- 
ern State but one, did not exceed more than one 


half the amount; but here I find the chairman of || 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads | 
introducing an amendment to nullify the section | 
just passed upon by the Senate. I am astonished 
at the chairman of the Post Office Committee, for 
in the early part of this evening he was eager, if 
Tunderstood him aright, for the passage of this | 
Section as it came from the committee. My col- 


league was absent, and { had to suffer the odium 
|| dent 


of voting to raise the postage to five cents. My 
colleague’s name is not upon the list. If he had 
been present | would have remained silent in my 
seat, and allowed him to have defended the State 
of California. I would have been saved the rebuke 
that I received from the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Wixson;] it would have fallen upon 
my colleague, and not upon me. 
understood the chairman of the committee to be 
in favor of this section as it appears in the bill; 

tl am very sorry that he has been influenced 


| ington. 
| can say has ever been abused; a discretion that || from the discretion left in the Department a pro- 


|| stood. 


Mr. GWIN. This legislation, in regard to the || 


| compensation for small offices in California, Wash- 
| ington, and Oregon, was prepared with great at- 


tention and care, five years ago. It was prepared 


S : | 
It was done after an elaborate examination. The 


amendment that is now proposed to be repealed | 


| was placed upon the statute-book, and, from that || 
|| time to this, it has worked well, I 
|| the Post Office Department to establish post offices || 


in remote sections of the State of California, in 
the State of Oregon, and in the Territory of Wash- | 
It has given a discretion which no man | 


was necessary to extend postal facilities to the | 
interior portions of that remote section of the | 
Union. It was not a system that was forced and | 
thrust summarily upon the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States without due examination. It was intro- 
duced after a full consultation with the Post Office | 
Department. I never had the most remote idea | 
that this clause repealed this system established | 
there after mutual deliberation, and which had | 
been found to work well, until it had been called | 


to my attention by the chairman of the Post Office || 
Then it was that I and the Com- || 
| 


Committee. 


It has enabled || 


| run to the utmost limit, and I am satisfied that 
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much money out of the Treasury to pay post- 
masters. It had better be given to the Depart- 
ment for carrying the mails to California, than to 

ostmasters. I think that the amount allowed 

y law will fully compensate those officers for 
the duty they have to perform. I do not wish 
to be understood that I desire the Senate to go 
with one Senator against three; nor do I care 
about my colleague making that strong appeal to 
the Senate, because he acts with the majority of 
this Senate. Idonot. I suppose, at least, he so 
considers me. I wish to state, that if there is 
money to be expended, I believe it had better be 
expended upon mail routes to California, and not 
given to the postmasters. 

Mr. GWIN. I wish to ask one question, will 
the Senator tell me how much is allowed to the 
postmasters of California under this law? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I do not know. 

Mr.GWIN. Therefore he moves to strike 


/committee to move an amendment that would || outa thing that he does not know anything about. 
| save that provision. 

Mr. BRODERICK. You told me that my col- || master General, a 
|league had prepared an amendment. 
Mr. YULEE. I had supposed he would doit, |! not state that he was instructed to offer it. 


Mr. BRODERICK. I leave it to the Post- 


entleman in whom my col- 


You did || league has great confidence: I have very little; but 
|| my colleague has a great deal. 


I take his recom- 
mendation, and I am willing to be governed by it. 
Mr. GWIN. Itis not his recommendation, 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Iam glad that 
this debate has arisen. These gentlemen may 
It is immaterial for me to 
have an opinion about that. I am very certain 
the Senator from Wisconsin, at the commence- 
ment of the discussion, when the proposition was 


| first made to strike out a portion of this bill which 
| destroys a great many of the small offices on this 
| side of the Rocky Mountains, called attention to 
by the then chairman of the Committee on the || 
| Post Office and Post Roads, the late Senator Rusk. | 


the fact that by the existing law, California, Ore- 
gon, and the Pacific coast were conceded and se- 
cured in very extraordinary privileges. I was 
not disposed to deprive them of those privileges, 
if the residue of the country was protected in its 
rights also. I was not certain either, after he 
suggested it, and after a few words of conversa- 
| tion with him, that the States on the Pacific coast 
were not protected to rather too great an ex- 
tent, and I am not certain but that they received 


tection that went beyond the limits of any reason- 
able discretion. Since [ have heard the disceus- 
sion here, I am satisfied that the discretion has 


the law which was passed in 1854, which author- 
ized a discretion that has led to expenditures so 
heavy, ought to be repealed. I am, therefore, 
not at all willing to vote for the amendment now 
| offered by the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. I trust that whilst 
we are cutting down all the offices this side of the 
Rocky Mountains, we will not continue to those 








mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads endeav- 
ored to prevent this injury to the small offices in 


upon the other side so heavy an amount as the 
| facts given to us, as | believe them established, 


the remote States and Territories, in order that || show them to be. 


and it has never been 


master General in regard to separating offices and 
other offices on the Pacific coast. 

Now, Mr. President, as a Senator from Cali- 
fornia proposes to destroy this system, proposes 


the Senators from Oregon, who are both here to 
speak for themselves, join me in saying that this 





At that time I || Oregon. 





to change his opinion in rd to it, 
Mr. YULEE. Ido bast understand what the 
nator means by being influenced. 
Mr. BRODERICK. You have changed/your 
opinion, whether you have been influenced or 


not. 
Mr. YULEE. The Senator will excuse me for | 


one, against three, let them do it. I have noth- 
| ing to say in regard to it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. Presi- 





Mr. BRODERICK. 
Arkansas will permit me one moment. 


the remarks of my colleague. 
have the Senate act with one Senator from Cali- 


to strike out the offices in his own State, while | 


|| the same discretion, which had never been abused, || 


is proper legislation, if the Senate choose to join || 





Mr. LANE. Ishould like to hear the amend- 


retended that it has been || ment read. 
abused anywhere, shall be continued to the Post- | 


The Secretary read it. 

Mr. YULEE. I will state that the fourth see- 
tion in the act to which the amendment refers, is 
a section of an act distinct and separate from the 
General Post Office laws, and relating to the Pacific 
service alone. 

Mr. LANE. I only desire to say one word, 
| and that is in defense of Oregon. I will state to 
the Senator from California, [Mr. Bropertcs,] 


‘| at whose instance the proniaies of the bill having 


I hope the Senator from | 
I want || 
to correct an impression that migitt be made by | 


| 


do not wish to | 


| 
| 


reference to the repeal of the laws in relation to 
the postal service on been adopted, that Oregon 
| is exempt from any of the odium that attaches to 
that portion of the country; that she has not a 
single officer 
- Mr. BRODERICK. Will the Senator permit 
me to interrupt him a moment? 
| Mr. LANE. No, sir; 1 will not yield. 1 shall 





| fornia against three Senators from California and || be through ina moment. I only desire to say, in 


I merely stated that I believed the com- 
| pensation allowed by law would be sufficient, 
| without perquisites, to the postmasters in Califor- 


} 


_ her defense, that the amount paid to postmasters 


| in Oregon has been very small. The trouble with 


us has been to find men who would d@ischar 


nia. [also recollect, and did recollect when I rose || the duty of postmaster, as I before stated, The 


| first, that the Postmaster General received a great 
deal of abuse for creating overland routes to Cal- 
ifornia. Ihave no objection to them. Iam will- 
ing to encourage them, although I think I never 
was consulted in regard to any of them; but, sir, 
I hope, if my colleague wishes to preserve the 
mail routes to California, that he will not take so 





| whole amount paid during the last year to post- 
| masters in Oregon was but $5,580. That is the 
whole amount received under this law that gives 
the privilege of which gentlemen now speak, and 
which we ask to have the benefit of. ith the 
advantages of this law, that we ask shall be re- 
tained, the whole expense of postmasters in that 
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State poly amounts to that small sum. I ask the 
Senator from California if he would like to de- 
prive them of the benefit of a law that will enable 
the people to secure the service of somebody who 





peepee to whom they are directed ? 

r. DOUGLAS. Will the Senator inform us 
how much of that sum comes from this law which 
it is proposed to repeal ? 

Mr. LANE. Then, | will say to the Senator 
from California that there is of net postages, 
paid into the Department, $6,516, from the offices 
ip Oregon. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. How much comes in of the 
$5,000 received from the law which it is proposed 
to repeal? 

Mr. LANE. 


I will state to the Senator that I 


THE CONG 


| 
| 
| 








therefore, to strike out the proviso to the 
tion of the bill: 








|| or to any person or persons to whom the privilege has been 


| »>me ; ishi | ; g : 
_tlemen, as far as we ought to go, in abolishing || maij routes, two or three daily mails at heavy and 


| enormous charges, which, in my judgment 


| 


have not the figures, or anything to show the | 


amount of benefit derived by the postmasters 
there, under this law. limagine, however, that, 
but for the benefit of this law, we would not be 
able to get anybody to discharge the duties of 
postmasier in our little villages and country post 
offices. It has not been abused in Oregon. It 
amounts to but a small sum, and we simply ask 
what is necessary to secure the service of postmas- 
ters for our postoffices. 1 ask the Senate if they 
will repeal the law and deprive us of the benefit 
of postmasiers to deliver to the people their mail 
matter? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I said nothing about the 
Senator's State. I spoke of my own State, and 
repeated half a dozen times here, this evening, 
that 1 spoke of California. I said that I believed 
it was a great abuse in my State. | know noth- 
ing of the Senator’s State. It is a very small 
thing there, as the amount will show. 

Mr. LANE. Did you say they were a small 
expense to the Government? 

Mir. BRODERICK. Put it in any light you 

se. | merely speak for my own State, not for 
regon. I did not intend to reflect upon Oregon. 
I suppose her Senators can take good care of 


Mr.LANE. [hope that, inasmuch as the Sen- 
ator from California wishes to strike his own 
State down by his motion, he will not strike 
down the offices in the Territory of Washington 
and in Oregon, and therefore I hope he will strike 
out Oregon and Washington. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Oh, no, sir; I want all 
the thirty-three States of this Union to stand on 
the same platform. 1 do not want to legislate in 
favor of any one particular State. I want them 
to all stand alike. If | have made a mistake here 
this evening, I will try to correct it when | come 
here next winter, if 1 should live so long, and not 


ign in the mean time. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. As the last two votes would leave 
this matter in doubt as to whether that section 
was repealed or not, 1 move to insert this amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the eleventh sec- 
tion: 

That the fourth section of the act approved July 27, 1854, 
entitled “An act making provision for the postal service in 
the State of California, and in the Territories of Oregon and 
Washington,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. GWIN. It is repealed by this bill as it 
now stands. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then the amendment can do 
no harm. 

Mr. WILSON. 
leave it to inference. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. 
sumendment. 


It is very safe, then, not to 


It is to the original bill. 


|| amendment to the post route bill. 


|| sition now before the Senate. 


| granted by name.’’ 


not prevail. I think I have gone with other gen- 


| the franking privilege. ‘Those who have held the 
| high position of President ought not to be bur- 
| dened with any of the consequences of it. It has 
| pertained to them almost from the foundation of 
| the Government. I hope we shall have some re- 


| 


! 


Mr. MASON. I hope that amendment will |) 
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first sec- 
the attempts to furnish these facilities to the 

* Provided, nevertheless, That nothing in this act contained || of the country, 

| shall be construed to repeal any special law heretofore en- || week] i 

will distribute and hand out the mails to the || 24 Branting the franking privilege to any ex-President, || chau 
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great extravagance in 
=~ ‘ le 
by giving them daily and wi 
mails where mails of less frequent sup ly 
be granted. I think the Post Office be. 
ee ought to be made to sustain itself; and 
think it could do that and supply the countr 
with fair facilities, if we did not attempt to give 


everybody a daily mail, and, upon many of these 


whole country, and to the 


: » are 
unnecessary. If you give them between two cities 


or two places, they want them between others, | 


| would cut the garment according to the cloth J 


gard to the example of those who have gone be- || 


| fore us, and to what they have done. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I have but a word to say. 
| The bill abolishes the franking privilege to the 
| President. Why not to the ex-Presidents? It 
seems to me, to retain it even for those few per- 
| sons, will make it necessary to keep upa free list. 
| It is a very simple matter; and my only object 
was to have uniformity. Ithink we had better 
abolish it entirely. {[f the existing President 
cannot frank, why should they? 

Mr. MASON. Itis a very small matter, and 
had better not be disturbed. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KING. I desire to offer an amendment 
, 
to be inserted as an additional section: 


ind be it further enacted, That the postage for all dis- | 


tances between two post offices within the United States, 
shal! hereafter be a uniform rate of three cents. 


This amendment directs that letter postage shall 


hereafter be auniform rate of three cents for each | 


letter for any distance between two offices in the 
United States, and abolishes the distinction be- 


tween the Pacific coast and ourselves. My opin- | 


| ion is, that the difficulty in our Government, al- 
though it has resulted ina great degree principally 
from the bad management of the party in the as- 
cendency in the Government, is also attributable 
to a considerable extent to the derangement and 
revulsion of business and of the times generally. 


The revenues of the Post Office Department, and || 


all other Departments of the Government, have 


had; and if the means and revenues of the De. 
partment did not enable me to furnish all the fq. 
cilities which were asked for, | would supply 
them with Jess, but would give all that the reve. 
nue would produce. In my jodgrmat, « much 
larger number of the people of the United States 
would be accommodated by this uniform rate of 
three cents postage; and not only would they be 
much larger accommodated, but, in my opinion 
the revenue of the Department would be mach 
larger. 

I was in the other House of Congress when 
this reduction of postage took place, and adyo- 
cated it with the perfect confidence that it would 


| Increase instead of diminish the amount of post- 


enabled the Postmaster General to ma 


} 


| 


suffered in common with the general business of || 


the country. 


Mr. CLAY. I rise to a question of order. The || 


amendment is out of order, and if so, certainl 
the speech is out of order. Itis inconsistent wit 


a provision of the bill which it does not propose || 


to strike out. Itis that the postage within cer- 


_age received. The apprehension on the other side 


was that the revenue would so fall off that the 
Department could not sustain itself; and it was 
the apprehension growing out of that view of the 
subject that led to these discretionary lines that 

ke these al- 
lowances, which have run up the expenses of the 
Department from four or five millions to eight, 
or ten, or eleven millions a year, whatever the 
amountis. Whatever may be the judgment of the 
Senate upon the propriety of adopting that rate 
of postage now, I offer the amendment rather as 
an evidence of my opinion upon this subject, and 
let the Senate dispose of it, for I have no dispo- 
sition, at this late hour, to occupy any time. | 


| have alluded only to these causes that | may not 


have been supposed to have offered the proposi- 
tion from any capricious purpose; but my delib- 
erate judgment is, that that is the best rate of 


|| postage we could have. 


Mr. LANE. Is it in order to offer an amend- 


|| ment to that amendment? 


tain limits shall be five cents on each letter of a | 


certain amount of weight, and beyond that lim- 
itation it shall be ten. | 
whether the amendment is not out of order, be- 


cause it is inconsistent with that provision of the || 


bill. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will || 


state to the Senator that he has just come into 
the chair, and the bill now before the Chair is an 
This amend- 
ment contains a provision for paying postages of 
five and tencents, and the Senator from New York 
proposes, as an amendment, to amend the propo- 


is in order, because the Senate has not yet agreed 
to the original amendment. 


Mr. YULEE. Butthe Senate, upon a distinct || 


| vote, refused to strike out that provision. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 


| formed that the motion was to strike out and in- 


1 wish to submit another || 


i} 


| sert another provision. 
Mr. KING. i 
I move to strike out this portion of the bill which 


Mr. [VERSON, It is proper to act upon the || regulates the rates of postage, and insert the sec- 
amendment now under consideration before we | tion which has just been read. 


go to the original bill. 
- The VICE PRESIDENT. The present oceu- 
pant was not in the chair when the other amend- 
Taonts were acted 
this whole bill is an amendment to the original 
post route bill; and an amendment to this amend- 
is now in order. 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to strike out the 
proviao to the first section. My object in making 
that ion is to abolish entirely the franking 


upon; but he understands that | 


privi bill provides that it shall be done 
» but still leaves it to a very few persons. | 


cate accounts in the Post Office 
when we undertake to abol- 
abolish it entirely. 1 move, 


t meg 
ish it, we, 


! 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York moves, as an amendment to the amend- 
ment, to strike out, in lines seven, eight, nine, and 
ten, of section nine, the following words: 

“ For any distance between places in the United States 
not exceeding three thousand miles, five cents, and for any 
distance over three thousand miles, ten cents.” 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

For all distances between two post offices within the 
United States, shall hereafter be a uniform rate of three 
cents. 

Mr. KING. As I stated, I believe the reasons 
of the present embarrassment of the Post Office 
have resulted in causes not alluded to, but which 
are general with reference to the business of the 


The amendment | 


I have no disposition to speak. | 





The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not in order, 
Mr. LANE. Then I will suggest to the Sen- 


ator from New York, that if he will graduate the 


1 leave it to the Chair || 





|| ing. 


postage I will go with him. I voted to increase 
the postage, believing it necessary for the main- 
taining of the Post Office Department, or rather 
to enable it to sustain itself; but if he will pro- 
vide in this amendment, that the rate of postage, 
under five hundred miles, shall be three cents; 
over five hundred miles, five cents; and over three 
thousand miles, ten cents; | will vote for it. 

Mr. KING. The Senator will perceive that I 
propose to regulate it both for distances under 
five hundred miles and over five hundred miles, 
and I propose to make it three cents for each. 

Mr. LANE. Then I shall vote against it, be- 
cause it will not support the Department. I only 
wish to say that I voted for the increase of post- 
age upon the conviction that the present rate of 
postage will not defray the expenses of the Post 
Office Department; and it ought to be self-sustain- 
I will be very happy to go with any gen- 
tleman who would arrange and graduate the rate 
of postage according to the distance designated, 
so as to raise a revenue sufficient for defraying 
the expenses of that Department, or to make it, 
in other words, self-sustaining. 

Mr. GWIN. Is it in order to move to amend 
the Senator’s amendment? _ 

The VICE PRESIDENT.” There is now an 
amendment to an amendment pending. 

Mr. GWIN. I want to strike out ‘ three,” 
and insert five. 

Mr. SHIELDS. It is already five. 

Mr.GWIN. No; this amendment proposes 
to make the rate uniform at three cents, I want 
to make it uniform at five. 

Mr. HARLAN and Mr. REID called for the 
yeas and nays on the amendment; and they were 


ordered. ‘ 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read the amendment. 
The Secretary read the amendment. 
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” The call of the roll was gone through with. 
Mr. WILSON. Is there a quorum voting? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iverson 

in the chair.) No, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I move that the Senate 


journ. 
{he PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
out of order until the result of the vote is an- 
nounced by the Chair. 

Mr. HUNTER. There are some Senators | 
here who have not voted. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators are | 
requested to vote, So as to form a quorum. It} 
lacks but one of a quorum. 

Mr. GWIN appeared and voted. 

The result was then announced—yeas 13, nays | 
9]; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, 


Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, King, Shields, Smith, Trum- 
bull, and Wilson—13. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Broderick, Brown, | 
Clay, Douglas, Fiteh, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, 
Jobnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Mason, | 
Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, Ward, and Y ulee—21, | 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. YULEE. I offer now, as an amendment, | 
the routes which the Senate committee have di- | 
rected me to report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 
state to the Senator from Florida that the original 
amendment has not yet been agreed to. The ques- | 
tion now recurs on the amendment as amended. | 

Mr. HALE. Allow me one moment. Is that 
the amendment to the bill abolishing the franking 
privilege and for other ~ oses? 


The PRESIDING O CER. Yes, sir; that 


| 
| 


is the amendment. 


Mr. HALE. Before the question is put, I 
move to strike out the fifth section of the amend- 
ment; and I will simply say, whilst 
abolished the franking peeriee of the 
and everybody else in the wor 
by this fifth section—— 


resident 


d, you have left it | 











to leave the Post Office Department, which was 
en in managing the postal business, the || v 
privilege of communicating with their a 
postmasters were authorized to send free letters, 
marked ‘special post office business,’’ and re- 
pence Sepernatpe | to their respective offices; and 
a hi 
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nts. The 


penalty was imposed upon those who fixed 


a false certificate or a false indorsement upon a 


letter. 


journ. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on the amendment of the Senator from New | 


Hampshire. 
Mr. HALE and Mr. CHANDLER called for | 
the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no | 
quorum voting. 
Mr. FOSTER. I move that the Senate ad- || 
Mr. BROWN. The vote has not been counted |} 


et. 
, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The result of | 
the vote must be announced before that motion || 
can be in order. | 

The result was then announced—yeas 18, nays || 
16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, || 
Douglas, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Houston, Hun- | 
we Lane, Simmons, Smith, Trumbull, and Wilson | 


NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Broderick, Brown, Clay, Fitch, 
Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Mason, Reid, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Toombs, Ward, 


|} and Yulee-—16. 


So the amendment was agreed to; and the sec- | 
tion was stricken out. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


now recurs on the amendment offered by the | 
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tion the yeas are 17 and the nays 13; no quoram 


oting. 
Mr. YULEE. I move that there be a call of 


the Senate. There are several Senators in the 
building who will be here in a few minutes. We 
can send for them, and suspend action in the 
mean time. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 


adjourn. 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 


is out of order while the motion made by the Sen- 
ator from Florida is pending. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The motion to adjourn is 


always in order. 


Mr. FOSTER. The motion of the Senator from 
Florida is fora call of the Senate. I ask whether 


' such a motion is in order, and whether there can 


be a call of the Senate? 

Mr. HUNTER. We cannot have a call of the 
Senate; and [ do not think we should weary our- 
sitting here for nothing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in the 
power of the majority to send for the absent Sen- 
ators. 

Mr. YULEE. I do not design to send out of 
the building for Senators, but only that time 
should be given to send for the Senators who are 
in the building, but out of the Chamber just now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [ask for a division on the 
motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is too late. 
The Chair announced the decision. The Ser- 
geant-at-Arms will send for absent Senators. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope we shall stay here until 


|| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads as || we pass the bill. 


ou have | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 


state to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
that motion was made by the Senator from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. TrumpButt,] and the Chair under- 
stands it was overruled by the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My motion was to strike 
out the proviso to the first section. 

The 
misunderstood it. He thought it was the same 
thing. 


ing privilege for everybody and every depart- 
ment of the Government, but left it open to the 
Post Office Department. 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir. ; 

Mr. HALE. I know better; I am reading 
from the book. We leave a qualified ne 
privilege; and, as the Senator contradicts me, 
will read it: 

“Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General, the Assistant Postmasters General, the chief clerk 
of the Post Office Department, the Auditor of the Treasury 
for the Post Office Department, and the chief clerk of the 
said Auditor, be, and they are hereby, authorized to receive 
and send free in the mails all letters and packets and other 


mailable matter relating exclusively to their official du- 
ues. 


Mr. YULEE. Goon. ‘“ Relating exclusively | 


to their official duties. ’’ 
Mr. HALE. It continues: 


letter or package so to be sent free, over their own signa- 
tures, the words, ‘ official business.’ »? 

Then it goes on and gives it to every postmas- 
master in the United States. 


they will be applied to, and t 
the distribution of political matter by the party 
in power. I do notcare whether you put it ‘* ex- 


RESIDING OFFICER. The Chair) 


it 
} 


Mr. HALE, You have abolished the frank- || 


| 


| 


| 
i 
| 


These men may be 
as pure as purity itself. If = leave this open | 
ey will be used for 


| 


“ Or to the business of the Post Office Department; and | and they were ordered. 


they shall, in every case, indorse on the back of every | 


/ amendments be offered the bill will be reported 
| to the Senate. 


amended. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. On that question I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. YULEE. I now offer an amendment con- 
taining additional post routes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. To that I desire to offer | 
an amendment for a small route in my State. I | 
have a petition lying on my table for it. 

Mr. YULEE. I accept it. I move to dispense | 
with the reading. It contains nothing but routes. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no | 
objection the reading of the amendment will be 
dispensed with. The Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


If no other | 


Mr. SIMMONS. I have some amendments to | 
offer before the bill is reported to the Senate, and 
1 move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. ‘| 


Mr. SIMMONS. 1 ask for the yeas and nays | 
on my motion. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is too late. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; | 
and the amendments made as in Committee of | 
the Whole were concurred in, and ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill to be read a third time; 
and on the question, ‘ Shall the bill pass?’ 
Mr. CHANDLER called for the yeas and nays; 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, when his name was called 
said: I have consented to pair off with the hon- | 
| orable Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hovston.] I | 
should have voted against the bill, and he would | 





clusively”? or ** conclusively,’’ that will be the | 
effect; but if not, they will be subjected to the | 
suspicion. Whilst wiping out the franking priv- | 
ilege from everybody else, why not do it from | 
the Post Office? “ It is just as easily for those gen- | 
tlemen to send mail matter as the Treasury, | 


me War Departments. Itis abolished in| 


those Departments, and we ought to make a clean 
thing of it and wipe them all out. If it does not 
create corruption, there will be a suspicion of cor- 
ruption, which is just as bad. I hope it will be 
stricken out. 

Mr. YULEE. The idea of the committee was 


eege: 
2 
BS, 





have voted for it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE announced that Mr. Dur- 
KEE had paired off with the Senator from Minne- 
sota, [Mr. Rice. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have agreed to pair off | 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Frrzpart- | 
RIcK] on the passage of the bill. I otherwise | 
should vote against it. | 

The result was then announced—yeas 17, nays 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms will execute the order and bring m ab- 
sent Senators. 

Mr. SEWARD appeared and voted in the neg- 
ative, 

Mr. GWIN appeared, and voted in the affirm- 
ative, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I had paired off with the 
Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hovsron,] who is a 
friend of the bill. I am opposed to it; but for 
the purpose of making a quorum, I am willing to 
vote, if other gentlemen, friends of the bill, will 
take the responsibility, as between me and that 
Senator, that it will be satisfactory to him. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is manifest that it will 
require but a moment to take this vote in the morn- 
ing. All have proposed their amendments, and 
all that will be necessary will be to call the yeas 
and nays. We might as well adjourn. 

Mr. CLAY. If we do, Senators will go on and 
discuss it for an hourin the morning. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly no one will do 


|| that if we can come to an understanding that we 


shall take the vote at a certain hour. I, for one, 
will agree to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does any Senator 
make a motion? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There cannot be a discus- 
sion before the calling of the roll commences to- 
morrow, for it has commenced already. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. YULEE. With the understanding that 
| we shall take the vote at twelve o’clock ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will try to prevent de- 


| bate. I can say no further. 
Mr. KING. I will not agree to any under- 
standing. 


Mr. JOUNSON, of Arkansas. It occurs to me 
in response to the gentleman, that if it is so un- 
derstood, I trust his own party will respect and 
| regard his word, and I think we can well afford 
to accept it. If the Senator makes a motion to 
adjourn, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator from New York 
{[Mr. Kine] refuses to be a-party to any such 
agreement. I trust, unless there shall be a unan- 
imous understanding about it, that the Senate 


| 





13; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Benjamin, Broderick, Brown, Clay 
Fitch, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Jolmson of | 
Tennessee, Mason, Reid, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, | 
Toombs, W. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Chandler, Clark, Douglas, Foot, 
Foster, Hale, Harlan, King, Lane, Smith, Trumbull, and 
Wilsoun—13. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this ques- 





| will not adjourn, but that we will send out and 


bring in the abscnt members. 
Mr. SEWARD. [I rise to a pointoforder. I 


ard, and Yulee_17. | ask that the vote be put on the motion to adjourn. 


Mr. [VERSON. Well, sir, f will submit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois moves that the Senate adjourn. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. That motion 
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t. 
Puthe VICE PRESIDENT. It is always in | what course they will take. 
er. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I believe that 


the same motion cannot be made in succession. | 


I ask that that question be decided. ' 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
adjourn is always in order. ‘ 
r. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Can it be 
ted times without number? 


Mr. BROWN. There has been business done | 


in the mean time. 
Mr. SEWARD. 
journ. ie 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion is 
already before the Senate. The question is on 


the motion of the Senator from Illinois, that the | 


Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 13, noes 20. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Less than a quo- 
rum may refuse toadjourn. There is no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 think the motion in such a 
case is to send for absent Senators. 1 move that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be instructed to notify the 
absent Senators to attend. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to enforce the 
attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. BIGLER. 


that they will take the vote to-morrow morning 
at some hour, say twelve o’clock. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
jects on the other side. 
Mr. KING. We have all voted. 
Mr. BIGLER. What is the remark? 


A Senator ob- 


Mr. KING. We have already voted, and can- | 


not vote again. 

Mr. BIGLER. I am perfectly aware of that; 
but we can vote to-morrow when we have a quo- 
rum, if we have a general understanding that the 
vote will be taken in concurrence with that under- 
standing. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish merely 
to suggest that the Senate is delayed for the pur- 
pose of 
no possibility. 
to allow it, we will have to send for those Sena- 


tors who are absent, and who ought not to be ab- 


sent. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. What is the use of sending 


for those who are absent, when there is a quorum | 


here and will not vote? There is a quorum here 
in the Senate. 
Mr. IVERSON, That is a mistake. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Oh, no. There are Senators | 


enough here to make a quorum. 

Mr. FITCH. I was about to say that several 
Senators had paired off with absent Senators and 
cannot vote on the passage of the bill. Hence 
there is no quorum voting for the passage of the 
bill or for or against adjournment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the Senate recognizes 
the principle of pairing off, it ought not to compel 
them to vote. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senate are not, but the 
Senators are in honor bound to keep their word. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope we shall fix to-morrow 
at twelve o’clock, and agree by common consent 
to take the vote without debate. 
get it at that time. 

Mr. BROWN. If that be understood, there 
will be no difficulty. 

Mr. WILSON. I think it can be. 

Mr. HUNTER. I agree to that. 

Mr. MASON. The Senate has refused to ad- 
journ, decided to sit without a voting quorum; 
and asa test of the Senate whether they will send 
for absent Senators, | move an order that the ab- 
sent Senators be sent for. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is pending 
now, 

Mr. MASON. If the Senate refuse to do that, 


we had better adjourn. If we do that, I will wait | 


Caney: 

Mr, HUNTER. I would suggest to gentle- | 

men on the other side, that if they are willing to | 

take the vote to-morrow without debate, we had 

better adjourn. We can take the vote without 

debate then, : 
Mr. BROWN. They will not do that. 


1 move that the Senate ad- | 


lam confident, Mr. President, | 
that Senators here can come to an understanding || 


tting an agreement, of which there is || 
If that Senator does not intend | 


e Senate are not bound by that. | 


1 think we can | 


us 
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is not in erder. It was the last motion that was | 


| Mr. KING. We may adjourn, and the good 
|| sense of the Senate will determine to-morrow 
For one, I am not 
'| disposed to make any arrangement to bind ab- 
sent Senators or myself either. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I merely wish to explain 
that, when I paired off, I reserved my vote on 
amendments and motions to adjourn. When the 
|| result could not be affected, I voted to make a 
quorum; but when I saw it might possibly affect 
the result, | refused to vote. 1 am so situated now 
that I cannot vote, except for an adjournment. 

Mr. IVERSON. I trust a motion to send for 
absent Senators will prevail. It must be obvious, 
at this stage of the session, that we shall be kept 
here every night practically; and unless we set 
the example to-night, of compelling Senators to 
remain here, they will be constantly going away 


| 
j 


and leaving a few of us, who are disposed to stand || 


| here and perform our duty. I trust every man 
| will be sent for and brought here, by the Sergeant- 
| at-Arms. 

| Mr. WILSON. I wish to say to the Senator 
| L have no doubt that we shall be able to take the 


| that will amount to anything at all. I wish to 
say another thing to him and his friends, and that 
| is, that cr should keep their own party major- 
| ity, and take care of their own measures. We 
are not responsible for this work. 
Mr. BROWN. Help us to keep them here. 
Mr. WILSON. Ihave been here all day. 
| do not think we ought to take a factious position 
|| on this question, and I do not believe seiner on 
this side of the Chamber is disposed to do it. 
|| think, on the other side, as they fail to hold their 
‘| immense majority in this body here to do the 
business of the country, they ought to consent to 
adjourn. I have no doubt that we shall be able 


| taken up to-morrow. 


| gestion that we ought to adjourn over, and take 
| the vote to-morrow, and some remarks have fallen 
from the Senator from New York, I wish to say 
a word about it. I do not understand the Sena- 
tor from New York to object to that course on 
his part; but he says he will not enter into any 
2 eee to bind absent Senators. Neither 
will I. 

Mr. KING. Or myself. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Orhimself. Well, I did 
not understand him to say ‘‘ or himself.’’ I did 
not undertake to bind absent Senators either; but 

I did undertake to say, for myself, that I would 
| agree that the vote should be taken at any time, 
| without any discussion. We have had as much 
| discussion as any one wanted to-night; and I 
|| would appeal to our friends to pursue the same 
course. [ have no doubt it will be adopted. Still 

I cannot answer for those who are absent, as a 
| matter of course. I think we should adjourn until 
|| to-morrow, when the vote can be taken. I have 
‘| no idea that my friend from New York has a 
| speech, or anything else, to delay the bill fac- 
|| ously, or for any considerable length of time. 
Mr. HALE. I simply want to inquire of the 
| Senator from New York if he will consent to this 
| arrangement, with the understanding that it is not 
| to bind him or his friends? 

Mr. KING. Nor anybody else. 

Mr. REID. Inasmuch as gentlemen say we 
|| cannot have a quorum here because our side of 
|| the House is absent, I think we had better remain 
|| here, and agree to the motion which has been 
|, made, to send for the absent Senators. 

Mr. HALE. Send for the majority first. 

Mr. KING. It was not from any disposition 
to be obstinate in this matter, but because I do 
not think very well of these arrangements that I 
objected. None of us know what will be pre- 
sented to-morrow. Half a dozen Senators here 
should not undertake to say that the discussion 
should stop at twelve or one o’clock; and under 
all circumstances, | prefer to enter into no arrange- 
ment that will not leave me free to be governed 
by circumstances as they exist on theday. I am 
not in the habit of occupying the time of the Sen- 
ate with any propositions, or with a great deal of 
long talk. 1 was a little inclined to debate the 
three cent pos more extendedly than I did, 
t but as it was a late hour, I was willing that it 
| should close; and I am willing to adjourn now. I 


















| from Georgia that we ought to consent to adjourn. || 


vote to-morrow without any debate, or a debate | 


|| to pass this bill within twenty minutes after it is | 


Mr. TRUMBULL. As I first made the sug- | 





- 





have confidence in the good sense of the 
to-morrow, quite as much as to-night, and so at 
all times; but I am o to any arrangement 
Mr. HUNTER. I believe the question can be 
taken to-morrow, after what the gentleman has 
said, and I think it idle to call Senators here at 
| this time. 
| Mr. BIGLER. We can have a vote without 
} 


Senate 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn 
The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty-seven minutes to eleven o’clock, p, m.) 
| the Senate adjourned. : 


| Mr. BROWN. Very well; let us adjourn, 
} 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, February 24, 1859. 

|| The House metat eleven o’clock, a. m, Prayer 
by Rev. A. G. CaroTuers. 

| The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
Mr. BURNETT. I desire to ask the permis. 
| sion of the House to report a bill from the Com. 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee I ask whether 
there is a quorum in the House ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain, 

|} After counting the House, 

| The SPEAKER stated that there were one 
|, hundred and thirteen members present. 

|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that there 


| be a call of the House; andl ask for the yeasand . 


|| Mays. 
} The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| Mr. CHAFFEE. Can there be a call of the 
‘|| House while the main question is ordered ? 

|| The SPEAKER. The Chair has not announced 
|| the business before the House. 

| Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman 
to withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, 
There is manifestly a quorum present. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
_ the negative—yeas 29, nays 125; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Avery, Bonham, Boyce, Branch, Bryan, 
Burns, John B. Clark, Burton Craige, Curtis, Davidson, 
Davis of Indiana, Davis of Mississippi, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Greenwood, George W. Jones, Jacob M. Kunkel, 
Leiter, McRae, Mott, Murray, Parker, Reagan, Ruffin, 
Tompkins, Vallandigham, Waldron, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Watkins, and Woodson—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Andrews, Atkins, 
Barksdale, Barr, Bennett, Bingham, Bishop, Blair, Bliss, 
Bocock, Brayton, Buffinton, Burnett, Caruthers, Case, Cas- 
kie, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, John Coch- 
rane, Colfax, Corning, Cragin, James Craig, Crawford, Cur- 
ry, Dawes, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Ed- 
mundson, Fenton, Foley, Foster, Gartrell, Giddings, Gillis, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Goode, Goodwin, Granger, Gregg, Grow, 
Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harris, Haw- 
kins, Hickman, Hoard, Hodges, Hopkins, Horton, Houston, 
Howard, Hughes, Jewett, Owen Jones, Keim, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Leach, Letcher, Lovejoy, Maclay, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Mason, Matteson, Maynard, Millson, Montgomery, 
Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Oliver A. Morse, 
Niblack, Nichols, Palmer, Pendleton, Peyton, William W. 
Phelps, Phillips, Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ready, 
Reilly, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Royce, Russell, Scales, 
Searing, Seward, Aaron Shaw, John Sherman, Robert 
Smith, William Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, James 
A. Stewart, William Stewart, Talbot, Thayer, oe en 
|| Vance, Wade, Walbridge, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burn, White, Wilson, Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—125. 


So the House refused a call of the House. 
During the vote, ’ 
Mr. ENGLISH stated that if he had been in 


the Hall when his name was called, he would 
have voted ** no.”’ 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled an act to in- 
corporate the National Woshingiie Monument 
Society; when the Speaker signed the same. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, from the same committee, 
reported as correctly enrolled the following bills 
and joint resolution; when the Speaker signed 


| 
the same: 
| Anact (H. R. No. 551) to protect the land fund 











for school purposes in Sarpy county, Nebraska 
Territory; pe 

Anact ig R. No. 83) for the relief of William 
H. Russell; 

An act (H. R. No. 804) to authorize settlers 
upon sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, who 
settled before the surveys of the public lands, to 
preémpt their settlements; : 

An act (H. ~ No. 221) for the relief of Mary 
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Joint. resolution (H. R. No. 22) for the relief || Watkins, White, Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow, Wood, || POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL—AaGalN, 


of Michael Pappreniza. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by || table. 


Assury Dickms, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had agreed to the report 


of the committee of conference upon the disagree- || tained from the Hall by indisposition. 


ing votes of the two Houses upon the bill making 


appropriations for the current and contingent ex- || Hall when his name was called, he would have 
voted ** no.”’ 


penses of the Indian department. 


posT OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNETT. I ask unanimous consent to | 
report a bill from the Committee for the District 


Wright, and Zollicoffer—168. 


| he had been in the Hall when his name was 


Woodson, Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, John V. Tas Hosa then med the consideration of 


| the Post Office appropriation bill, the pendi 
question being upon agreeing to the first amend- 
Pending the vote | ment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
2 | 
Mr. SANDIDGE stated that Mr. Cox was de- || O" ned been demanded. ee 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 99, nays 102; as follows: 


. | WEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Billinghurst 
Mr. COBB stated that he had been in the Hall || Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Baffinton, Burlingame, 


when the Clerk commenced to read the Journal, | Caruthers, Case, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, John B. 
but, owing to indisposition, he had to retire. If |) Clark, Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Co- 

| vode, Cragin, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, vis 
|| of Massachusetts, Davis of Iowa, Dawes, Dean, Dodd, 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the 


Mr. ADRAIN stated that if he had been in the 


of Columbia, for the purpose of having it put || called, he would have voted ‘‘ ay.” || Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foley, Foster, Giddings, 


upon its passage. It will not take much time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I object; and call for 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no disposition to re- | 
tard the business of the House; but, if it be in || 
order, | will move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 1 rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. I wish to call up my motion to reconsider | 
the resolution for the benefit of Mrs. Mary Jane 
Harris. 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been 
ordered to be now put on the Post Office appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I should be glad to 
submit a motion to have one day, Saturday next, 
fixed for the consideration of territorial business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- || 








"ness is called for, which is the consideration of || 


the amendments reported by the Committee of || 
the Whole on the state of the Union to the Post |! 
Office appropriation bill. | 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it too late to have a call of 
the House? I want to have a full vote on some 
of the amendments. {| 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, there can | 
be no call of the House now. | 

Mr. MAYNARD. This is a very important 
bill. The House is not entirely full. There are 
some small matters that might be disposed of in 
the course of half an hour, by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. EDIE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the | 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Puetps,] to recommit toe bill. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I submitted that 
motion yesterday, out of abundant caution, lest 
the House might adjourn before seconding the 
previous question. | now withdraw it. 

Mr. HUGHES. I move to lay the bill on the 
table; and on that motion | call for the yeas and 


nays. : 
r. FLORENCE called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 


‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ciark, of | 
Missouri, and Cuarrec were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-seven. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the negative—yeas 22, noes 168; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Chapman, Covode, Dimmick, Edie, Flor- 
ence, Harlan, Hickman, Hughes, Owen Jones, Keim, 
Leidy, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Montgomery, Moore, 
Pettit, Phillips, Purviance, Roberts, Henry M. Shaw, Stall- 
worth, and William Stewart—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ahi, Anderson, Andrews, At- 
kins, Avery, Barr, Bennett, Bingham, Bishop, Blair, Bliss, 
Bocock, Bonham, Boyce, Branch, Brayton, Rae Buffin- 
ton, Burlingame, Burnett, Burns, Caruthers, Case, Caskie, 
Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, John B. Clark, Clawson, 
Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Corn- 
ing, Cragin, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, 
Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Mississippi, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dick, 
Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Edmundson, English, Eustis, 
Faulkner, Fenton, Foley, Foster, Garnett, Gartrell, Gid- 





|| said contractors to carry the mail by any route they may 


| said contract purports to be made. 


| would be so ordered if there were no objection, 
| and that the Chair heard no objection. 


| jection of the gentleman comes too late. 


| report is. 


The amendments recommended by the Com- | Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union || Hickman, Hourd, Hodges, — Howard, Owen Jones, 
were reported Keim, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, 

’ P - | Leach, Leiter, Lovejoy, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, 

First amendment: Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, 

On page 1, line ten, add the following proviso: eee A, Mores, Mott, Heaney, Oe ae yy 

Provided, however, That the contract with Butterfield & Pott! ” Ritchie Robbins Roberts, Ro ot bison Shaw 
Co., for carrying the mail from the Mississippi river to San ane ean . Sintenee y ial Spin- 
Francisco, in California, shall be so construed as to allow John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Robert & a 

eee , ae ee ” . ee | her, Stanton, William Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, homp- 
select, in accordance with the act of Congress under which || ae See ee Eiliu Be Washoures, eet 
NS ee noe hind weal 

7 | NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Abl, Anderson, At very, 

Mr. CRAWFORD called for the yee and | Barksdale, Barr, Bishop, Bocock, Bonham Boyce, Brauch, 
nays. Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Caskie, Chapman, Clay, Cobb, John 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. | Cochrane, Corning, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, 

; Curry, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Eustis, Faulkner, 
A message was received from the Senate, || Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Gillis, Gilmer, Goode, Green- 


| through Mr. Dickins, its Secretary, notifying |} wood, Gregg, Lawrence W. Hall, Hatch, Hill, Hopkins, 


So ‘i || Houston, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jewett, George W, 
the House that the Senate had passed the bill | Jones, Jacob M. Kunkel, Lamar, Landy, Leidy, Letcher, 


making appropriations for the legislative, execu- | Maciay, McQueen, McRae, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government, || Maynard, Millson, Montgomery, Moore, Niblack,Pendieton, 


with amendments; in which he was directed to || Peyton, Phillips, Powell, Ready, Keagan, reget Fe — nay 
ask the concurrence of the House Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Scales, Seward, Henry M. Shaw, 


Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William — eg 
’ Stephens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot iles 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vanee, Ward, 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I ask the unan- || Watkins, White, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, Worten- 
imous consent of the House to have the Senate || pal “a R. Wright, Jobe V. We 
amendments to the legislative bill referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by 
Sites ad endieed | which the amendment was disagreed to; and also 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I also desire to rea to lay the motion to reconsider wpom the 


report from the Committee of Ways and Means | Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, demanded the 
the amendments of the Senate to the consular and || yeas ‘aka nays on the latter ieetiae. 


diplomatic bill; and ask that the reportand amend- Mr. ATKINS withdrew the motion 
ments be ordered to be printed, and that the bill Se : d d és 
and amendments be referred to the Committee of eee Ce :. 3: 
the Whole on the state of the Union - Sa the end of oe nineteen, which is as follows: 
° ° e y ‘F a *rtisi $7 ; 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. Add ofolinwiene . 

Mr. HUGHES. I desire to object to the re- Provided, That the advertisement of mail routes in each 
port that has just been made. I supposed the | State and Territory shall be made only in the two news- 
Chair would announce to the House what the || Papers in such State or Territory having the largest circu- 


lation. 
request was before the order was made. : 2 a8 
he SPEAKER. The Chair did state that it || _The question was put; and on a division, there 
were—ayes 88, noes 88. 


Mr. TOMPKINS demanded are and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
| the negative—yeas 91, nays 104; as follows: 





Mr. HUGHES. Well, I object. 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Iwillinform the 


gentleman from Indiana what it was. It was the WRAS Denis. Abeer, Addaial Aanaiet ieee 

; LAS—ivwWessrs. ADDO 1 > \- 

report of the Committee of Ways and Means on linghurst, Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Buffinton, "Bur- 

the amendments of the Senate to the consular and | lingame, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Co- 

diplomatic appropriation bill. | mins, Covode, Cragin, Curtis, Davis of Maryland, Davis of 

Mr. HUGHES. 1 wish to have the report Indiana, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawes, Dean, Dick, 

read | Dodd, Durfee, Farnsworth, Fenton, ee ee Gil- 

. ‘ . . | mer, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Har- 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I think the ob- | lan ’Haskin, Hickman, Hoard, Horton, Howard Keim 

? ’ ’ 3 ’ ? , 

| Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, Leach, Leiter, 

IE in- || Lovejoy, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Miles Morgan 

: mr. HUGE ES. It may be that J shall not 7 Ti Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. 

sist on the objection; but I want to hear what the Morse, Mott, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Pike, 

| Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, Roberts Royee, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The report cannot ane Sheunnn, dadson Ws Gnome i nemag, cae 

, i mii ; ; | William Stewar appan, ‘Thayer om ins 

be read now, as the "The 1 inset een || Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wash. 

Mr. HUGH ES. he report was made While | purn, Eilihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, and 
the previous question was pending. : | Zollicoffer—91. 

r. JONES, of Tennessee. By unanimous NAYS—Messrs. Ahl, Anderson, sk Se 


consent; and it was disposed of by being referred || dale, Barr, Bishop, Bocock, Bonham, Boyce, Branch, 








dings, Gillis, Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, Goode, Goodwin, 
Greenwood, Gregg, Grover, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, Rob- 
ert B. Hall, Hat ;, Hawkins, Hill, Hoard, Hodges, Hopkins, 
Horton, Houston, Howard, mass. Jackson, Jenkins, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelsey, Knapp, Jacob M. Kunkel, 
Landy, Leach, Leiter, Letcher, Lovejoy, Maclay, McRae, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Millson, Morgan, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. 
Morse, Mott, Murray, Niblack, Olin, Palmer, Pendieton, 
Peyton, John S. Phelps, Pike, Potter, Pottle, Powell, Ready, 
Reagan, Ricaud, Robbins, Ro ce, Ruffin, Russell, San- 
eee cates Scott, Seward, Aaron Shaw, John Sherman, 
Judson W. Sherman, Sickles, Robert Smith, Samuel A. 
Tale Witiem Smith, Spinass, Seenten, James b, Saagraets 
. ’ ay yer mpson, 
ee ara eae” es re a aa 
7 > ton, > walader 

C. Washburn, B. W. 





ashbarne, Israel Washburn, || is no objection. The Chair hears no objection.’’ 


; || Bryan, B tt, B Caskie, Cav: Cc 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, Jobe’ Cocheanes Oana — 
the Union. | Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Davis of 
Mr. HUGHES. There was no unanimous | Mississippi, Dimmick, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Plor- 


consent | ence, Foley, Se ae — Goode, Greenwood, 
. i Gregg. L 2 Ww. il, Hatch i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that || kien Mineten, Seshen, Masiae, Jewe, George W Ven, 
there was. The Chair was unfortunate in not Owen Jones, Reitt, Jacus Bf. Kania Lamia, 1 Lam: 


hearing the gentleman from Indiana, if he inter- | tence, Leidy, Letcher, Maclay, McQueen, McRae, Samuel 
posed an objection. Nibeck, Pendicton py oa 10 « Pheipe, Willie W? 
Mr. HUGHES. I did not make it, because I Phelps, Powell, Ready agan, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, 

| 


was waiting to hear the request of the gentleman | Scales, Scott, Seward, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, 

from Missouri reported from the Chair. | cate: Sealen, Tecet Se. cae + pone Wi: 
The SPEAKER. The Chair made this state- || Talbot, Miles Taylor, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, 

ment; but, perhaps, not loud enough to be heard || Ward, Watkins, White, Whiteley, Winslow, Wortendyke, 

by the gentleman: ‘* It will be so ordered if there || Augustus R. Wright, and John V. Wright—104. 

So the amendment was disagreed tc. 
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During the call of the roll, 





Mr. FOSTER stated that he was not within 


the bar when his name was called, having been 
called out on business; if he had been he should 
have voted in the affirmative. 


Third amendment: 
At the end of line nineteen add the following: 
Provided further, That the two newspapers aforesaid 


shall not be selected in the same city or town in any one 
State or Territory. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Fourth amendment: 

Page 2, strike out line twenty-one, as follows: 

* Por blanks, $100,000.” 

And insert, in lieu thereof, the following: 

For blanks, $80,000 ; to be printed by the lowest respons- 
ible bidder, after advertisements inviting bids for the same 
shail have been published for at least thirty days by the 
Postmaster General. 


Mr. GROW. I demand the yeasand nays. 

The SPEAKER put the question to the House; 
and (there being, on a division—ayes one hun- 
dred and fourteen) declared the amendment agreed 
to. 

Mr. GROW. 
the yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did; but supposed 
be could save the time of the House by the count. 

Mr.GROW. I should prefer to have my calls 
attended to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s call for the 
yeas and nays was in time, and the Chair will 
entertain it. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Fifth amendment: 


Page 2, at the end of line twenty-two, which is as fol- 
lows: 

“ Por wrapping paper $50,000 ;” 

tusert the tollowing: 

Provided, That the contracts for the same shall be given 
to the lowest bidders. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Sixth amendment: 

Page 2, at the end of lines twenty-six and twenty-seven, 
which are as follows: 

“ For miscellaneous payments $29,000 ;”’ 

Add the following: 

Prowided, That it shall be the duty of the Postmaster 
General to furnish to Congress on the lst day of December 
next, and each and every year thereafter, a detailed state 
ment of the expenditures made under the head of  miscel- 
faneous payment~,” and that it shall not be lawful to use 
any of the money hereby appropriated for the aefense of 
suits brought agamet officers of the Post Office Department 
for malfeasance, misfeasance, or non-feasance ix office, or 
for acts committed by them under color of law, and in 
derogation of the rights of citizens 


The amendment was agreed to—ayes one hun- 
dred and four, noes not counted. 


Seventh amendment: 

At the end of the following clause of the bill: 

* For publishing a new edition of the Post Office laws 
and regulations, and a list of post offices, $15,000;” 

Adi the following: 

Provided, That the Postmaster General shall cause said 
new edition to be prepared by the regular force of his office, 
without avy allowance for extra service ; that he shall cer 
tify the sume to be official; aud that he shall give the con- 
tract for publication to the lowest responsible bidder. 


Mr. SPINNER. I would remark that that 
amendment was offered under a partial misappre- 
hension, I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to modify the amendment, so that it shall 
read as follows: 

Provided, That the Postmaster General shall certify said 
new edition to be official; and that he shall give the con- 
tract for its publication to the lowest responsible bidder. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
accordingly modified; and, as modified, agreed to. 

Eighth amendment: 


At the end of the second section of the bill, which is as 
foliows: 

“ Src. 2. 
$3.858,728 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, to be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap 
Po iated, to supply deficiencies in the revenue of the Post 


¢ Department for the year ending the 30th of June 
1859.” ’ 


Add the following : 

Provided, Tat the sun heretofore appropriated for the 
erection of post office buildings which shall remain in the 
aay unexpended at the close of the present fiscal year, 


hereby ed for the objects to which they are 
now applicable by law. ’ ’ 


Mr. LETCHER. I ask the yeas and nays 
upon that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 111, nays 80; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbowt, Adrain, Avery, Barr, Bennett, 


Did the Chair hear my call for 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of | 





| Wood, Woodson, Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, and | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 












Bingham, Biair, Bliss, Branch, Brayton, Bryan, Burlingame, 
Case, Chaffee, Clark B. Cochrane, Jolin Cochrane, Colfax, 
Comins, Corning, Cragin, James Craig, Curtis, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Davis of [owa, Dawes, Dick, Dimmick, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, 
Gidding=, Gillis, Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, Granger, Robert 
B. Hall, Harlan, Hatch, Hawkins, Hoard, Hodges, Horton, 
Huyler, Keim, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, John C. 
Kunkel, Landy, Leach, Leidy, Lovejoy, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Maynard, Miles, 
Montgomery, Morrill, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, 
Mout, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Phillips, Pike, Pouer, Potte, 
Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, Ruffin, 
Sandidge, Scott, Aaron Shaw, Sickles, Robert Sinith, Spin- 
ner, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Tappan, Miles 
Taylor, Thayer, Thompson, Underwood, Vance, Wade, 
Walbridge, Ward, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. | 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Whiteley, Wilson, | 


Zollicoffer—11 1. 

NAYS — Messrs. Abl, Andrews, Atkins, Barksdale, | 
Bishop, Bocock, Bonham, Buffinton, Burnett, Burns, Hor- | 
ace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clay, Covode, Burton Craige, 


| Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Dean, Dow 


dell, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Foley, Garnett, Gar 
trell, Goode, Greenwood, Gregg, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, 


| Haskin, Hickman, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Jack=on, 


Jewett, George W. Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Law- 


| rence, Leiter, Letcher, McQueen, McRae, Mason, Miller, 
| Moore, Morgan, Murray, Petit, Peyton, Jchn 8. Phelps, 


William W. Phelps, Powell, Reagan, Russell, Scales, Heury 
M. Shaw, John Sherman, Shorter, Singleton, Samuel A. | 
Smith, William Smith, Stallworth, Stanton, Stephens, Ste- 


| venson, Talbot, Tompkins, Trippe, Vallandigham, Wal 
| dron, Walton, White, and John V. Wright—80. } 


/and nays on that amendment. 
| $10,000,000 in it. 


| ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Ninth amendment: 


Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That if the revenue of | 
the Post Office Department shall be insufficient to defray 
the appropriations made in the first section of this act, the | 
deficiency, 1 any there be at the expiration of each quarter | 
of the fiseal year, shall be paid out of any money in the | 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | demand the yeas | 


There is only 


‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. BLAIR. What has become of the amend- 
Mr. 
Avery,] asamended by the gentleman from Mas- | 


| sachusetts, [Mr. Goocn?] 


The SPEAKER. All the amendments re- | 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union have been reported to the 


| House. The Chair understands that the amend- 


| ment to which the gentleman refers was rejected 





in committee. 
The ninth amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUGHES. I move that the bill be Jaid 
upon the table; and on that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The House refused to lay the bill upon the | 
table. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read | 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- | 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I call for the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question wae seconded, and the | 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. COLFAX. I rise to a privileged question. 
I state, from my own recollection, which is very 


| distinct, that the amendment of the gentleman | 
| from Tennessee, as amended by the gentleman | 


from Massachusetts, was adopted in committee; 


firms that recollection. 
Mr. FLORENCE, That paper is no authority. | 
The SPEAKER. All the amendments re- 


}and the report in the Washington Union con: | 


| ported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union have been reported to the | 


House. 
Mr. COLFAX. I was attentive. 
account in the Union: 


. * The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. 
veRY— 

* Mr. Goocn, of Massachusetts, moved that it be amended | 
by striking out the words compelling Butterfield & Com- | 
pany ‘to carry the mail according to contract,’ and insert- | 
ing the words ‘ and provided, also, that the said contractors 
shall be required to transport the mail upon such route as 
they may select;’ which amendment prevailed—ayes 80, 
noes 57. 


Here is the | 


| 

« The question recurring upon the amendment as amend- | 
ed, it was taken, and decided in the affirmative.” 

That is my clear recollection of the fact. 

Mr. AVERY. I think my amendment fell in 
committee as amended. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Goocn’s amendment 
was adopted, when the question recurring on Mr. 
Avery’s proposition as amended, the minutes of 
of the Clerk show that it was rejected. 

















1859. 
















—: = 
Mr. COLFAX. As the record is against me Mr. 8 
I can only state my recollection, which is th: of a min 
other way. Such also is the recollection of mem- views, & 
bers about me. Mr. § 
Mr. DEAN demanded the yeas and nays on reported 
the passage of the bill. be read. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. E 
The question was taken; and it was decided in The fe 
the negative—yeas 86, nays 119; as follows: ne the } 
YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, Atkins, Ay 8 a by 
Barksdale, Barr, Bishop, Bonham, Branch, Bryan, Burns’ made D) 
Caskie, John B. Clark, Clay, John Cochrane, Corning’ Resolve 
James Craig, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Missi’ proves the 
sippi, Davis of lowa, Edmundson, English, Faulkner Foley, yard, and 
Gartrell, Gilmer, Goode, Greenwood, Gregg, Lawrence W’ reform 3 
Hall, Hatch, Hawkins, Hodges, Hopkins, Horton, Huyler, have bee 
Jackson, Jewett, Keitt, Jacob M. Kunkel, Lamar. Landy. course 0 
Lawrence, Maclay, McRae, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maynart’ should be 
Miller, Millson, Isaac N. Morris, Mott, Pendleton, Peyton’ Resolve 
John 8. Phelps, William W. Phelps, Powell, Ready, Rea’ that the @ 
gan, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Aaron Shaw use of th 
Sickles, Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Ste’ of a pers’ 
phens, Stevenson. James A. Stewart, Miles Taylor, Valian- that refot 
dizgham, Vance, Ward, Watkins. White, Whiteley, Wings. subject; 
ow, Woodson, Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, John y of such 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—86. . authoritt 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Bingham need of f 
Blair, Bliss, Boyce, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Bur’ on the ca 
nett, Case, Chaffee, Chapman, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cobb for the 1 
Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Burton Craige’ ministra 
Crawford, Curry, Curtis, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Mas’ tofore. 
sachusetts, Dawes, Dean, Dimmick, Dodd, Dowdell, Dur. Revol 
fee, Edie, Eustis, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foster any arré 
Garnett, Giddings, Gillis, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Gran. ment wi 
ger, Grow. Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haskin, Hickman, Hi supplies 
Hoard, Houston, Howard, Hughes, George W. Jones, Owen favor on 
Jones, Keim, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, tember, 
Leach, Leidy, Letcher, Lovejoy, McQueen, Humpbre Swift fo 
Marshall, Mason, Matteson, Miles, Montgomery, Moore, clearly 
Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, © the Nav 
Oliver A. Morse, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Phil did not 


ment; | 


lips, Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Rieaud, Ritchie, Rob. © : 
in view 


bins, Roberts, Royce, Scales, Seward, Henry M. Shaw, ~ 


John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Shorter, Spinner, vice. 
Stallworth, Stanton, William Stewart, Talbot, Tappan, Resol 
Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins, Trippe, Underwood, Wade, structio 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, during | 
Eliihu B. Washburne, Israel] Washburn, and Wilson—119, which | 
; . United 
So the bill was rejected. the Na 
Pending the call, secure 
Mr. SANDIDGE stated that Mr. Cox was de- ee: 
tained at his room by illness. tion wi 
Mr. MASON stated that there were $2,000,000 tegrity 
in the bill for the erection of buildings; and that The 
he must vote against it. ing th 
Mr. LETCHER stated that the amendments presel 
put upon the bill forced him to vote against the 2 
bill. = 
lm sanctic 
The vote was then announced as above re- in the § 
corded. for the 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move that the a... . 
rules be suspended, and the House resolve itself swilt, 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of lation 
the Union, juriou 
Mr. FLORENCE. I move to reconsider the News 
vote by which the bill was rejected; and also move nems 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the ing in 
table. vice. 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Only the motion win 
to reconsider can be entered. The motion tolay for e 
upon the table cannot be entertained. awar 
Mr. FLORENCE. Then I withdraw my mo- ampi 


, f 
tion to lay upon the table. Pane 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON NAVY-YARDS. 7) 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I understand that struc 
it is the desire of the gentleman from Virginia — 
[Mr. Bococx] to submit a report from one of the a 
special committees. If it be the unanimous con- N 
sent that his report shall be received, without the byt 
withdrawal of my motion to suspend, then I will nav 
have no objection to yielding the floor to him. nr 
Mr. BOCOCK. All I desire is, to have the hav 
unanimous consent of the House for the submis- str 
sion of the majority and minority reports of the opt 
special committee on the navy-yards, &c.; and pos 
that they may be ordered to be printed, and the cial 
further consideration of the subject postponed to a q 
future day. ; spe 
Mr. SEWARD. I donot object to the printing I 
of the reports; but I do object to the postponement tha 
of the subject to any fixed day. Hc 
Mr. BOCOCK. If this proposition be post- = 
oned until Monday or Tuesday next, then the 
ees can dispose of it or postpone it further. = 
Mr SEWARD. I withdraw my objection. ' 
Mr. BOCOCK. I now present the report of the ta 
majority of the select committee appointed to in- 
vestigate the subject of naval contracts and frauds, th 
accompanied by resolutions, and move that 1ts | 
consideration be postponed until Monday next, a 


and that it be printed. 
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~ Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I desire, in behalf || that may have been committed; but here is a bill 
of a minority of that committee, to present their || for another and distinct purpose, and I object to 
views, accompanied by a resolution. || its being introduced. 
Mr. STANTON. I ask that the resolutions | Mr. BOCOCK. I will say to the gentleman | 
reported both by the majority and minority may | that the committee authorized the gentleman from | 
be read. | Ohio to report the bill, without expressing any | 

| 

| 


Means, or any other member of the committee, 
to move to take up any one of the appropriation 
bills, as provided for in the rule; and if the com- 
mittee reftrze to take it up, then, under the first 
part of the rule, the Calendar will have to be 
d called in order. 
Mr. HUGHES. I object. _ opinion in ne it, with a view of having | ree HUGHES. Is the motion to take up the 
; i . || it postponed; but without any expectation thatit || bill debatable ? 
The following are the resolutions accompany- || should be co lgrogated eaaiose The CHAIRMAN. Itisnot. The gentleman 
| Mr. SEWARD. If that is the object, I with- | from Missouri moves to take up the naval appro- 
priation bill. 


ing the report of the majority of the committee, 
o 


made by Mr. Bocock: vial 
Resolved, That the testimony taken in this investigation | draw all objection. 


roves the existence of glaring abuses inthe Brooklyn navy- || The consideration of the report and bill were || The motion was agreed to. : 

yard, and, as euch, See Ss intengacition ae ne postponed until Monday, and ordered to be | Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, moved to dispense 
reform ; but it is due to justice to declare that these abuses | ||; | wi ; i 

- Se newly hut aridually growing up during © loag printed. ; ~_ with the first reading of the bill. 

rourse of years, and that no particular Administration || Mr. BOCOCK. am also instructed by the || The motion was agreed to. 

should bear the entire blame therefor. | committee to move that five thousand extracopies || Mr, PHELPS, of Missouri. I now propose 


Resolved, That itis disclosed by the testimony inthiscase | be printed. The motion, of course, goes to the 
that the agency for the purchase of anthracite coal for the Committee on Printing 
2. 


se of the Navy bas been, for some time past, in the hands : 
ft person wholly inefficient and grossly incompetent, and || _ Mr. BURNETT. How does that motion come 
in? Ifitcan only come in by unanimous con- 


that reform is needed in the regulations which exist on that 


to submit a motion that the committee rise, with 
the object of going back to the House and closing 
the general debate on this bill, at some time that 
will suit the pleasure of the House. 


subject; but there is no proof which traces any knowledge | sent, I object. Mr. HOWARD. ‘Name vous hee 
> such inefficiency and incompetency to the responsible || > : » galt «ea ae ee your me, 
oa feorities in Washington, nor any which shows that the || Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will go to the Com- || Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. When we get 


need of reform grows especially out of any act of theirs; but, || mittee on Printing. 

on the contrary, it is expressly proven thatthesupplyofcoal|) Mr. BURNETT. I understand that; but I 
for the naval service aoe See. panennes, Suriag ~ Ad- | want to know how the motion comes here? Has 
ministration upon terms relatively as favorabie as ever here- the gentleman the right to make the motion > 


to the House I will submit a proposition which, 
| I hope, will be acceptable to the body. If not, 
I will leave the question open for amendment, 





tofore. th that the House may choose between two desig- 
Resolved, That while we could never sanction orapprove || TheSPEAKER. That depends upon whether || nated hours. 

any arrangement On the part ot an officer of the Govern- || the committee authorized the gentleman to make || Mr, LOVEJOY. We wantto know when the 

ment which, under the pretense of making contracts for || he motion asa part of his report. ees saree as ; d 3 

supplies, was designed to confer especial and conclusive || mye I E debate is to be closed, before the committee rise. 


favor on individuals, yet in the contract entered into in Sep- | Mr. BOCOCK. They authorized me to make _ Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I will indicate 
tember, 1858, between the Navy Department and W.C.N. || the motion. u a it when we get into the House; and probably an- 
pam far the supply of live-cak to seid Department, it ie The SPEAKER. Then the motion is a part of || other proposition may be submitted. I move 
clearly proven by the testimony that, if the Secretary of | the report, and it will go to the Committee on chat the committies do now tek 


_ did not design to bestow it to the detriment of the Govern- || Printing. || Mr. GROW. I hope the committee will not 
_ ment; but that in all he did in this matter he kept always || COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. il rise. 


in view the good of the public and the interests of the ser- 


tice. Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move that the | The CHAIRMAN. The question is not de- 


Resolved, That in the letting the contracts for the con- || rules be suspended, and that the House resolve || batable. 


struction of steam machinery for the vessels of the Navy, || itself into the Committee of the Whole on the || Mr. MORGAN called for tellers on the motion, 
—— eee? en been poy | state of the Union | Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jonn Cocu- 
which calls for the interposition of the Congress of the || , y . . ’ “a : 

United States ; but itis manifest that the present head of || Mr. BRYAN. I ask the gentleman to give way || mT h aad Bur aE a oorenen: a 
the Navy Department has displayed a very laudable zeal to | for a moment, to allow me to make a personal 1e committee divided; and the tellers reporte 
secure the greatest amount of speed and efficiency attain- || explanation. || —ayes 90, noes 31. 


able for said vessels. 
Resolved, That nothing has been proven in this investiga- 
tion which impeaches in any way the personal or official in- 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. The gentleman’s || ‘The motion was agreed to. : 
explanation can be made as well in committee. || So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 


tegrity of the Secretary of the Navy. I cannot withdraw the motion. resumed the chair, Mr. Jones, of ennessee, re- 

The following are the resolutions. accompany- Mr.STANTON. I desire to know whether || ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
ing the report ' the minority of the committee, | the motion just made to print five thousand extra || State of the Union had, according to order, had 
presented by Mr. Suerman, of Ohio: copies applies to the report of the committee | the state of the Union generally under considera- 


merely, or the testimony? | tion, and particularly the bill of the House (No. 
The SPEAKER. The motion was made to || 712) making appropriations for the naval service 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy has, with the 
sanction of the President, abused his discretionary power 








in the selection of a coal agent, and in the purchase of fuel || print extra copies of the report. | for the year ending the 30th of June, 1860, and 
“s Government. ee ta | Mr. BOCOCK. But the testimony accompa- || had come to no resolution thereon. 

esolved, Thatthe contract made by the Secretary of the : . < 
Navy, under date of September 23, 1858, with W.C. N. |, ig: report. de by Mr. P ’ Missouri || CLOSE OF DEBATE—EVENING SESSION. 
Swift, for the delivery of live-oak timber was made in vio- || te motion made by Mr. PHELPS, Of Miggouri, || Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. 1 eabeslt ie 
lation of law, and in a manner unusual, improper, and in- || was agreed to—ayes one hundred and twenty, || *“*!: a} ’ : 
jurious to the public service. | noes not counted. usual resolution to close debate on the naval ap- 


Resolved, That the distribution by the Secretary of the | . 4 : ; 
Navy of the patronage in the navy-yard at Brooklyn among || So the rules were suspended; and the House 
members of Congress was destructive of discipline, corrupt- || Tesolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 


ing in its influence, and highly injurious to the public ser- || on the state of the Union, (Mr. Jones, of Ten- 


propriation bill at three o’clock to-day. 
Mr. HOWARD. Wil! my colleague give way 


to me for a moment? 


Resolved, That the President and Secretary of the Navy, ||” o in the caer.) my colleague on the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 


for contracts with the United States, and the effects of 
awarding contracts upon pending elections, have set an ex- 
ample dangerous to the public safety, and deserving the re- 
proof of this House. 

Resolved, That the appointment by the Secretary of the 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move to take || Mr. HOWARD. I propose, with the consent 
up House bill (No. 712) making appropriations || of my colleague, to offer an amendment to his 
for the naval service for the year ending June 30, || proposition, and I will state my object, as per- 
rato . haps it will facilitate the movement. I do not 
Geld nae Ce Se ee ae | Mr. HUGHES. I submit the motion that the || wish to take up any unnecessary time in debate, 
structing machinery for the United States, the said Martin || Committee take up the bill which I send to the || or to delay the business of the House; but I be- 
at the time being pecuniarily interested in some of said pro- || Clerk’s desk, to revive the tariff of 1846. I un- | lieve that there are some members here who are 
posals, is hereby censured by this House. | derstand that this committee has the right to ori- || so anxious to speak, that unless they are afforded 

Mr.SHERMAN, of Ohio. Iam also instructed || ginate a bill as well as to take up one heretofore || an opportunity now, they will cut up their hour 
by the same committee, to report a bill regulating || referred to it. I desire to have a vote between || speeches into twelve five minutes’ speeches. 
navy-yards, and for other purposes. I will say, | the two propositions. Now, I would suggest that we shall make greater 
in reference to the bill, that the committee did not || The CHAIRMAN. The 135th rule of the || progress with the public business if, by common 
have time to examine the bill in detail, and in- || House is as follows: || consent, we go into the Committee of the Whole, 
structed me to report it, without indicating any || ‘In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, || with the understanding that there shall be no 
opinion for or against it. I ask that it may be _ letete oaccemtiie scene hdl atemce—« | voting, and that the debate shall run on as late 
pompoaae until Monday next, and made a spe- | ation of a bill, a majority of the committee shall decide, || !"* the night as gentlemen please. Gentlemen 
cial order. ’ : | without debate, whether it shall be taken up and disposed || can then go to dinner, and need not come back 

Mr. HUGHES. i object to its being made a || of, or laid aside ; provided that general appropriation bills, || unless they have a mind to, and let the debate 
special order. and, in time of war, bills for — —~ “ a a || terminate to-morrow at eleven o’clock. 

. 3 concerning a treaty of peace, sha preterred to other }| ° . 
— PHELPS, of Missouri. I would suggest || pitis, at the discretion of the committee; and when de. || _ Cries (from both sides of the House) of 
at the bill be postponed until Monday, an the || manded by any member, the question shall first be put in \| (“Agreed ! ‘“‘Agreed!”"] 
House can then e such disposition of it as it || regard to them. Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I will accept the 
| 





| 

by receiving and considering the party relations of bidders | NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
| 
| 





may see fit. Mr. HUGHES. Then I object to taking up || suggestion of my friend from Michigan. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. Can it then be |} this bill; and I move that it be laid aside. || Mr. HOWARD. Let the understanding be 
made a special order by a majority vote? The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion || that there shall be nothing done but debate; and 
TheSPEAKER. It will require the same vote || that the gentleman from Indiana cannot object. || then gentlemen can go and comeas they please. 
then as now. The bill has not yet been taken up. The question | 


| Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. And that after 
| four o’clock there shall be no vote taken in com- 


The bill was read a first and second time. on the latter part of the rule must be put to the 

Mr. SEWARD. How did that bill get before || committee, whether it will take up this bill or not. || mittee, except on a motion to rise; or in the 

the House? The committee appointed toin- || If the committee decide not to take it up, then || House, except on a motion to adjourn. (Cries 
| ’ 





vestigate frauds in naval contracts. Now,I have || the Chair is of opinion that it will be in order for || of ** Agreed! 
no objection to any report affecting any fraud || the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Mr. ATKINS. I object. 
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Mr. GROW. I desire to understand—for I | very great doubt about it, and an appeal was en- 


could not quite hear—what the understanding is, 
which was proposed by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan,and accepted by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? Now, within the last two weeks, five 

entlemen on the other side of the House have 
ten the expenditures of the Government, 
and no one on this side of the House has been 
heard in legitimate and fair discussion on these 
appropriation bills. If the arrangement proposed 
is such as will allow that kind of debate, I shall 
be satisfied with it. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I will modify the 
resolution 1 have submitted; and if objection is 
made to it, I shall move to suspend the rules. I 
propose now to introduce a resolution that the 
general debate on the naval appropriation bill 
shall be closed to-morrow morning, at eleven 
o’*clock; and that, in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to-day, after the House 
shall have resumed the consideration of that bill, 
no motion shall be in order, except that the com- 
mittee rise or take a recess; and no motion in the 
House, except that the House adjourn. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I suggest that it be the un- 
derstanding that we shall have an evening ses- 
s10n. 

Mr. SICKLES. The committee can remain 
in session as long as they like. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to the resolution of 
the gentieman from Missouri. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Then I move to 
suspend the rules to enable me to submit it. 

Mr. MILLSON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that he can accomplish his 
object by the introduction of a simple proposition 
to close the debate at eleven o’clock to-morrow. 
If he accompanies that proposition with an agree- 
ment, or proposed agreement, that no vote shall 
be taken, and no business done, it is simply an 
invitation to members to quit the House, and 
would defeat the very object, which is, to have 
intelligent discussion on the bill in the hearing of 
members. Let him submit a simple proposition 
to close debate at eleven o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 1| withdraw my objection to 
the resolution. 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not understand the | 
proposition, and I shall object unless I do. 

r. HUGHES. I rise to a question of order, | 
I desire to know if it is in order to move to | 
change a standing rule of the House without one | 
day’s notice. If not, I object on that ground, | 
and renew the objection of the gentleman from 
I}hinois. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
first branch of the question of order raised by the 
eo from Indiana. The gentieman from | 

ndiana has a right to object to the proposition; 
but it is perfectly competent to move a suspen- 
sion of the rules, including the very rule to which | 
the gentleman refers, providing that no change 
shall be made in the standing rules without one 
day's notice, The gentleman from Missouri pro- 
ses to suspend that rule, or any other, if ob- 
jection is made to his resolution. 

Mr. HUGHES, Isa motion now pending to | 

suspend the rules? 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- | 
souri indicated his purpose to move a suspension 


of the rules, if objection should be made to his || 


resolution, 
Mr. HUGHES. 


tion is now pending while | have the floor? 


I desire to know if the mo- || 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- || 


> is occupying the floor on a question of or- | 
r 


er. 

Mr. HUGHES. Is it in order for me now to 
move a suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let the resolution of the gen- | 
tleman from Missouri be read. I want to know 
how many propositions it covers,and how much 
ground we have to travel over. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That ali debate in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union on bill No. 712, shall cease 
at eleven o*clock, a. m., to-morrow, and that, in the mean 
time, no vote shall be taken in Committee of the Whole, 
except that the committee rise, or take a recess, and in the 
House that it do adjourn. 

Mr.SEWARD. I raise a point of order on 
that resolution. We had up the same perplexing 
ym rte the other day in regard to suspending 

rules to take up two bills; the Speaker was in 











tered, but to disembarrass the Chair, it was with- 
drawn. 

Now, this motion contemplates three distinct 
propositions. Whatarethey? The first is that 
the debate shall be closed; the second is, that no 
vote shall be taken except on a motion to rise, or 
take a recess; and the third is, that no vote shall 


be taken in the House except upon a motion to | 


adjourn. The gentleman’s motion to suspend the 
rules covers those three distinct points, and I in- 
sist that thatis not in order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the ques- | 
tion of order raised by the gentleman from Geor- || 


gia. ‘The Chair thinks it is competent for a gen- 
at the same time, if he chooses to do so. 
question which addresses itself to the discretion 
of the House whether it will vote for such a mo- 
tion or not. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I move to amend the 
motion so as to suspend all the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
amendthent is not in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
peal upon the table. 
Mr. SEWARD. 

now adjourn. 
The motion was disagreed to. 
The appeal was laid upon the table. 
Mr. SEWARD. 


olution on the table. 


I move to lay the ap- 


The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before || 


the House. 


Mr. HUGHES. I understand that the prop- 


osition now is to suspend the rules for the intro- | 


duction of the resolution. Is it in order for me 
to move to amend that motion so as to suspend 
the rules to enable me to introduce a bill? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. Two || 
motions to suspend the rules cannot be entertained || 


at the same time. 
Mr. HUGHES. I do not propose to make an- 


other motion to suspend the rules, but to change || 


the object of the suspension. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is not amendable under the practice of the 
House. 

Mr. HUGHES. I desire to inquire of the Chair 
if the resolution of the gentleman from Missouri 
would be obligatory, if adopted? Can this House 
make any order which would deprive a member 


| of the House of the right to ask for a vote upon 


any question? I say it is an evasion of the rules 


| of this House, and of the rights of members. I 


submit that the House has no power to forbid 
members to submit whatever motions they may 
please under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make 
that question of order? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
tion is divisible? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SEWARD. Why, sir, there is no pre- 
vious question which can apply to it. 

The SPEAKER. That is true; but the ques- 
tion itself is not debatable. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, sir, there are three dis- 


I want to know if the ques- 


|| tinct propositions embraced in that resolution. 


The SPEAKER. That may be a good reason, 
as a matter of consistency, why the House should 


| not adopt it. 


| 
| 


| 


| 
| 
j 








Mr. SEWARD. I should think it was a good 
reason why the Speaker should not entertain it. 

Mr. VANCE. Would it now be in order to 
move that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar be discharged from the 
consideration of House bill (No. 270) to execute 
the treaties of 1817 and 1819 with the Cherokees, 
by making provision for the reservations under 
the same? 

The SPEAKER, 
time. 


It is not in order at this 


The rules were then suspended, (two thirds 
having voted therefor;) and Mr. Puetres, of Mis- 
souri, introduced his resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, demanded the 

revious question upon the passage of the reso- 
ution. 


I move that the House do | 
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The previous question was seconded 
main question ordered to be put. — 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on th 
state of the Union. Before the question is pyt bn 
that motion, however, I move to reconsider ‘he 
vote by which the resolution was just now adopt. 
ed, and move that the motion to reconsider ‘be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 


| resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
tleman to submit a motion to suspend all the rules || 


It is a || 


the state of the Union. 
Mr. HUGHES. I submit that the gentleman 
from Missouri cannot make two motions at Once: 


|| and I now claim the floor, for the purpose of ask. 
_ing the consent of the House to permit me to jp. 
| troduce a bill. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis. 


| souri wasentitled to the floor. He did submit two 
| motions, and no exception was taken to it by the 


gentleman from Indiana, or any other member. 
Mr. HUGHES. Well, sir, this is the same 
sharp practice that was put upon me yesterday, 


| The facts are these: the gentleman from Missouri 


moved that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. He then said 


| that pee to that, he moved that the vote b 
I now move to lay the res- || ol 


which the resolution was adopted be reconside 
and that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
under the rules of the House, submit these two 
motions. 

Mr. SEWARD. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that that is a rather hard 


a 


| place, and that he had better withdraw his ob. 


1} 





| 
i} 





| 
| 
' 
i} 


| 
| 





jection, and allow us to proceed amiably. 

Mr. HUGHES. I decline to yield the floor, 
I want it understood that I make no complaint of 
the Speaker. The Speaker suggested yesterday 
that it was rather sharp practice upon me when 
the floor was taken from me yesterday by the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I submitted the 
motion that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Before the 
question was put on that motion, however, I sub- 
mitted a privileged motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted. If objec- 
tion had been made at the time, I suppose, per- 
haps, the vote could have been taken upon the 
motion to reconsider. No objection, however, 
was made. The question was put on laying that 
motion on the table; and the motion which I origin- 
ally made to go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union is now pending. 
oman SPEAKER. That is the opinion of the 

air. 

Mr. HUGHES. In order to see whether Iam 
to be allowed to have any rights in this House, I 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. HUGHES. The gentleman cannot take 
the floor from me to make that motion. 

Mr. DEAN. Is the appeal debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. DEAN. Then, I object to all debate. 

Mr. HUGHES. I ask for the yeas and nays, 
upon the motion to lay on the table. 

Upon ordering the yeas and nays, only four- 
teen gentlemen rose. 

Mr. HUGHES called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Craice, of 
North Carolina, and Cuarree, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers report 
ed—ayes fifteen, not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The appeal was then laid onthe table. _ 

The motion of Mr. Pue.ps, of Missouri, was 
then agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill of the House (No. 712) making appropt!- 
sens freee Bene service for the year ending 
June 30, 1 


Now, sir, | submit that he could not, 7 
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The committee was then addressed by Messrs. 
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obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. 


MILLSON, HOWARD, CURRY, NICHOLS, || No. 85) giving construction to an act approved 
UNKEL, of Pennsylvania, VALLANDIG- || March 3, 1857, entitled ** An act for the relief of 


FAM, THAYER, REAGAN, BLISS, BOYCE, 
ERANGER, SEWARD, CURTIS, and LEIDY. | 
[These 8 eeches will be found in the Appendix.] || 
Mr. SEWARD moved that the committee rise. | 
The motion was agreed to. 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker having | 
resumed the chair, Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, re- | 
rted that the Committee of the Whole on the || 
state of the Union had, according to order, had || 
the state of the Union generally under considera- 
tion, and particularly the Navy appropriation bill, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 
And then, on motion of Mr. SEWARD, (at | 
ten o’clock and twenty-three minutes, p. m.,) the | 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Farivar, February 25, 1859. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday; when he was interrupted by 

Mr. WADE. I notice among the list of yeas 
and nays, the name of the Senator from Califor- 
nia, [Mr. Gwiy,] with whom I paired off last 
evening. I presume it is without his consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair will suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, that the proper time to call atten- 
tion to any error in the Journal will be after it is 


read. 
Mr. WADE. I do not know that there is any 
error about it, but I suppose there is. 
The reading of the Journal was concluded. 
Mr.GWIN. I wish to make a remark in re- 
rd to the Journal. The Senator from Ohio 
Far. Wane] and myself paired off on the ques- 


tion of increasing the postages. That was my | 


understanding, and I believe it was his; at least I 
thought so, and I did not vote on that question 
at all; but when the subsequent question came up 
I voted. I did not know whether the Senator was 
here or not. That was my understanding. 

Mr. WADE. That was an important matter | 
which I wished to vote upon. I intended, if I had | 
been here, to have voted to continue the postage 
at the present rate, and not to increase it; but to 
abolish the franking privilege. Those are the 
two points on which I wished to be paired off. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CHANDLER presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Michigan relative to the 
military instruction of the uniformed volunteer 
militia of that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


He also presented a joint resolution of the Le- | 
gislature of Michigan in favor of the establish- | 


ment of a semi-monthly overland mail from St. 
Paul, in Minnesota, to Puget Sound, on the Pa- 


cific coast; which was ordered to lie on the table, | the lands sold are lands that belonged to a trust 


and be printed. 
_Mr. IVERSON presented two memorials of 
citizens of Georgia, praying an increase of the 


duties on iron; which were ordered to lie on the | 


table. 

Mr. GWIN presented a petition of citizens of 
the Territory of Arizona, praying that volunteer 
companies of rangers may be raised to protect 


them from the Apache Indians; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Territories. 
Mr. KING presented the memorial of Moody, 
cor, & Co., contractors and lessees of the Uni- 
ted States dry-dock, at Mare Island, in Califor- 


Congress may deem just and reasonable; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
PAPERS RECOMMITTED. 

On motion of Mr. YULEE, it was 


ete That the petition of Charles C. Walden be re- || 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, | 
y Mr. Aruen, its Clerk, announced that the | 
Speaker had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 


| 
| 
i 
| 


443) for the relief of William F. Wagner; and it | 


was signed by the Vice President. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. LANE asked, and by unanimous consent | 





|| George Chorpenning, jr.;’ 


' 


|| ate consider it at this time. 








’ which was read twice | isiana, Arkansas, and Texas Navigation Com- 


1825 


| of the Whole. It gives the assent of Congress 
to the act of the islature of Louisiana, ap- 
proved March 18, 1858, ‘* to incorporate the Lou- 





by its title, and referred to the Committee on the || pany,’’ and an act of the Legislature of Arkansas, 


Post Office and Post Roads. 
CLAIM OF JOHN REEVE. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State communicate to the 


Senate all the correspondence and papers in the State De- 
partment, relating to the claim of John Reeve, shipbuilder, 


a citizen of the United States, against the Sultan or Gov- | 


ernment of Turkey, if not incompatible with the public 
interest. 


OCCUPATION OF CANTON. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 


and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: | 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy communicate 
to the Senate the report and letters of Commodore James 
Armstrong, with regard to the occupation of Canton and 
the capture of the Barrier forts in the Canton river by the 
United States naval forces, in 1856, and all correspondence 
in connection therewith. 


ERRONEOUS SALES OF LAND. 
Mr. STUART. I ask the indulgence of the 


Senate for five minutes to pass a House bill of a 
very important character to all our people. It is 
simply to authorize the men who have paid money 
for land, for which they have got no title, to get 
their money again. It will not occupy five min- 
utes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 


_in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


sider the bill (H. R. No. 803) to amend an act 
entitled ** An act authorizing the repayment for 
land authorized to be sold by the United States. 

It provides that the act of Congress ‘* author- 
izing repayment for lands erroneously sold by 
the United States,’’ approved January 12, 1825, 
shall be so amended as to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, upon proof being made to 


his satisfaction that any tract of land has been | 
erroneously sold by the United States, so that | 


from any cause whatever the sale cannot be con- 
firmed, to repay to the purchasers, or to the legal 
representatives or assignees of the purchasers, the 


money which may have been paid therefor; and | 


whenever ary tract of land has been thus erro- 


neously sold and the money paid for it shall have | 
been invested in any stocks held in trust, or shall | 


have been paid into the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of any trust fund, it shall be 


| lawful, by the sale of such portion of the stocks 
as may be necessary for that purpose, or out of | 
the trust fund, for ce oer of the purchase | 


money to be made to the parties entitled to it. 
Mr. KING. I would inquire of the Senator 
from Michigan, what special provision there is in 
the bill in regard toa trust fund? 
Mr. STUART. The provision is this: where 


fund, and the title cannot be given and the money 
has been paid, then that trust fund shall refund 
the money. ‘That is the effect of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to athird reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


RED RIVER RAFT. 
Mr. CLAY. The Committee on Commerce, to 


| whom was referred a resolution instructing them | 
| to inquire into the expediency of giving the assent 
| of Congress to certain acts of the Legislatures of | 


; , \ | the States of Louisiana and Arkansas, in relation 
nla, praying to be allowed such compensation as | 


to cleaning out the Red river, or rather for re- 


| moving the Red river raft, have instructed me to 


report a joint resolution, and to ask that the Sen- 
I think, when the 
resolution is read, it cannot create any opposition 
whatever. If any explanation is necessary, | will 
give it; but I trust the Senate will act on it, be- 
cause these Legislatures have incorporated a com- 
pany which proposes to go to work immediately 
to remove that raft. I hope the Senate will con- 
sider it at this time. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 


(S. No. 84) giving the assent of Congress to cer- | 


tain acts passed by the Legislatures of the States 
of Louisiana and Arkansas, in relation to the raft 
of Red river, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and considered as in Committee 





|| sas,and Texas Navigation Company,’’ which acts 


_approved January 28, 1859, entitled ‘* An act ap- 
| proving of the act of the General Assembly of 
Cl aaiaiatins incorporating the Louisiana, Arkan- 


| have for their meaning the improvement of the 


| navigation of the Red river, by the removal of 


the raft therefrom. As soon as the Louisiana, 
Arkansas, and Texas Navigation Company shal! 
have removed the obstructions to navigatiog-in 
the Red river caused by the raft, and rendered it 
| navigable, and not before, the assent of Congress 
| is given that those three States may, through that 
company, under and in accordance with, and in 
| the mode provided by, the charter for the benefit 
of the company, and to reimburse to them their 
|| expenditures in removing the raft, to levy and col- 
leet, by way of commutation for duties, tonnage- 
tolls on all boats or other water craft ascending 
or descending the river, or passing through the 
portion rendered navigable, not to exeeed fifty 
| cents for each bale of cotton, and twenty-five cents 
|| on abarrelof goods, wares, or merchandise where~ 
with the boats are loaded; and this privilege is to 
continue for thirty years from 1858. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF PENSION LAWS, 


Mr. WADE. I now move to take up the res- 
olution of the House No, 36. 
F Mr. BENJAMIN. I object. 
aw. 
Mr. WADE. I believe I have the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The Senator from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. WADE. I move to postpone all other 
business and all other orders in order to take up 
this resolution, 
Mr. CLAY. I hope that motion will not pre- 
vail. It will take eleven or twelve hundred thou- 
|| sand dollars out of the Treasury if it prevails, 
| Mr. WADE, Itis a resolution which has in- 
volved general debate here, from time to time, 80 
long that I suppose every Senator understands 
precisely what it is, or will know when I state 
the subject-matter. It is in reference to the con- 
struction of the law of 1853, construing that law 
as to the time when the pensions under it take 
effect. It has already been decided by the Court 
of Claims in several instances, and it has been 
decided by committees of the House and of com- 
mittees of this branch, and has now passed the 
House. Those interested in the construction of 
| this law, in my judgment, are entitled to the sense 
of the Senate upon it. They are entitled to know 
| whether they are to receive any relief or not. 
| They have battled this matter through the courts, 
/and have been at great expense to decide the 
principle; and it is now right, it seems to me, 
|| that we should act upon the matter. 
|| Mr. CLAY. If the Senator will pardon me, 
| the Senate hasalready expressed its sense against 
the resolution by a very decided vote on the case 
|| of Jane Smith, in which the principle was in- 
| volved. After having argued an hour or two, the 
Senate, by two to one, voted it down, 

Mr. WADE. I think the Senate voted that bill 
down for another reason. This question has never 
| been directly before the Senate, that | know of, 

and there is another reason why it could not be. 
|| When it came up in a bill for the relief of a par- 
| ticular person, many Senators, I know, would go 
|| against it, because it involved a genera! principle 
|| which should be settled for all cases, and not un- 
|| dertake to settle it in each particular case as it 
| comes up. This resolution settles the whole ques- 
| tion. I will state here, for the information of all 
|, those who suppose itinvolves any great sum, that 
| [ suppose itdoes not. Although there were many 
| persons who would be entitled under it, at the 
| time it was passed, that number has been very 
| much diminished since. 
|| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 

is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio to post- 
| pone all pending and prior orders and take up the 
resolution indicated by him. That is the question 
now pending. The Chair will state further, that 
| at this stage of the session, on the question of 
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precedence of bills, the Chair feels bound to en- 
force the rules, and limit debate strictly to the 


question, which does not involve the merits of the || 


question proposed to be taken up. 


Mr. WADE. | am not going to say anything | 


about its merits. Every Senator has made up his 
mind whether it has merits or not; but I wish to 


~! to the friends of this resolution, to those who || 
beli 


eve that it is right, that now isthe time to act 
upon it. Let us take it up and have a vote upon 
it, and not give it ihe go-by. 

Mr. STUART. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to take up the resolution, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TOOMBS. | hope the Senate will not take 
up this resolution. We have now a great man 
most important public mattersto act upon. We 
had a general discussion on this subject at the last 


session of Congress, and there was a decided ex- | 
Parties have | 


pression of the Senate against it. 
come here at this session with a decision of the 
Court of Claims in their favor. It was deliber- 
ately considered; and | then objected to it, and 
said that it had been determined at the previous 
session. The Senator from Ohio said, no; that it 
was not determined before; 
thing else in it; but, upon a bill involving the iden- 
tical principle of this class of cases, which was 
considered on a private bill day, this Senate de- 
liberately, and upon argument, decided against 
it. Therefore, | hope we shall not now, within 


the last five or six days of the session, have this | 


question of bounties thrust upon the legislative 


Mr. STUART. If the Senator from Georgia 
will allow me, 1 wish to add another fact. Some 
two or three years ago, upon the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wape,] to add an ap- 
propriation to the general appropriation bill, to 
meet thie decision, after a very elaborate discus- 


sion, and on the yeas and nays, the Senate re- | 


yected it. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CLAY. It has bee n three times rejected. 


The question being taken by yeasand nays, re- 
sulied—yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 


Y FAS — Messrs. Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doo- | 


little, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster,Gwin, Hale, 
Hamiin, Harian, Kennedy, Polk, Rice, Seward, Simmons, 
Smith, Trumbull, and Wade—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Broderick, 
Brown, Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitzpatrick Green, 


Hammond, Hanter, Iverson, Jolimson of Tennessee, Jones, 
Maliory, Mason, Pearce, Pugh, —_ Shields, Slidell, Sta- 
art, Toombs, Ward, and Yulee— 


olution. 
KENNEDY O'BRIEN. 


Mr. PUGH. 


to a soldier of the Mexican war. It is for a poor 
fellow who is blind. It isa House bill, and ad 
allows him eight dollars a month. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


sider the bill (H. R. No. 457) for the relief of | | 


Kennedy O’Brien. 


It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place | 


the name of Kennedy O’Brien on the list of in- 


valid pensioners, and pay him ome at the | | 
om the Ist of 


rate of eight dollars per month 
January, 1854. 

Mr. PUGH. Let the Secretary read the report | 
in the case. 

The Secretary read it; and it appeared that he 
served in the late war with Mexico, having vol- 
unteered two different times; that while in the 
hine of his duty he contracte da chronic diarrhea, 
from ihe effects of which he became blind. 

Mr. FITCH. In what position is that bill be- 
fore the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. I think we had better reject it. 
This idea of contracting blindness from chronic 
diarrhea is something new. 

Mr. DAVIS. IL hope the bill will be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third tume, and passed. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I now ask the Senate to 
take up tho bill called the homestead bill, which 





| and on that question I ask 





I ask the indulgence of the Sen- || 
ate to take up the bill granting an invalid pension | 











| has passed the e House of Representatives. Imake || Mr. DOOLITTLE. Perhaps I cannot ann of Representatives. I make 
a motion to that effect. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The hour of twelve o’clock 
has arrived, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 


|| ator from Wisconsin yield the floor to the Sen- 


ator from Louisiana? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not yield the floor. 
| I move to postpone all pending and prior orders, 
| for the purpose of taking up the homestead bill; 

for the yeasand nays. 

Mr. YULEE. We adjourned la fest night a1 
an understanding upon all hands that we would 


take a vote without debate this morning, upon | 
the bill which was under consideration yesterday. || 
| 1 hope it will be agreeable to gentlemen on the 
Wead- | 
journed pending a call of the yeas and nays, and || 
only for want of a quorum; and the expectation || 
was, that immediately on the arrival of twelve || 


other side to redeem that understanding. 


o’clock, we would complete that vote without de- 
bate; and I hope it will be done. 


Mr. JONES. 


reference to the subject. The question is the 


| motion of the Senator from Wisconsin; and I hope 


the Senate will proceed to vote upon that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, 
agreeably to the rules, arrests all debate for the 
purpose of stating that the hour of twelve o’clock 
having arrived, the pending business upon the 
adjournment of the Senate yesterday is now be- 
fore the Senate, and that is upon the final passage 
of the bill establishing post routes in the United 
States. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Having the floor, Mr. 
President, and understanding what occurred last 
evening, | have no objection to yield it for the 
poms of allowing the vote to be taken upon 
the 


been disposed of, 1 propose to move what | have 
now indicated, not with 
the discussion of that question, but simply to 
come to a vote upon it. 
for fifteen years. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


state, at the present time there can be no reser- || 


vation of the right of any member to the floor 
after the pending business is disposed of. That 


|| will depend upon the person entitled to the floor, 
| or who is seen by the Chair at the time. 
So the Senate refused to take up the joint res- | 
| bill, upon which the yeas and nays have been | 
| ordered. 


The | 


question now is on the passage of the post route 


Mr. GWIN. I wish to state that this bill con- 
tains a very offensive clause, intended to break 


_down the post office service in the agricultural || 


portion of the State of California. J am in favor || 
of all the provisions of the bill with that excep- | 
tion. I will not vote upon it. 

Mr. STUART. [beg to be indulged in saying 
a word. Under the instructions from the Legis- | 
lature of Michigan, | voted against increasing the | 
postage. That matter, however, being disposed 
of, and there being so many provisions in this | 
| bill which meet my judgment, I wish to record | 

— > in favor of the bill upon its passage. 

he question being taken by 
|| resulted—yeas 30, nays 25; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Bell, Benjamin, Broderick, 


know anything of what occurred in the 


I rise to a question of order. | 
The Chair just now stated that debate should be | 
|, upon the motion before the Senate, and not in 
that there was some- | 


ill which was pending at the hour of adjourn- || 
| ment; but I wish to reserve the right to the floor. | 
W hen that vote shall have been taken, and that bill | 


a view of entering upon | 


It has been discussed | 


| Mr. JO 


| upt 


eas and nays, | 





Mr. DOOLITTLE. Perhaps I cannot mak 
a claim that I have a right to the floor, an h 
I yielded the floor upon a prior motion which | 
had made, which was to postpone all Previous 
orders with a view to taking up the ee 
bill. I rose instantly, as I supposed, upon ¢), 
| announeement of the passage of the bil = 
| others rose at the same time. The Chair did Rot 
| previously, and I was not recognized. on 
that the Senate should take up the homestead 
bill, not with a view of delaying the Senate, It 
has been a question which has been discussed for 
fifteen years, upon which the judgment of eye 
Senator present is formed, and upon which I de. 
sire now a direct vote; and therefore I hope the 
Senate will take up the homestead bill, and not 
take up this other bill, which must necegsagij 
lead to a very long discussion. y 
Mr. SLIDELL. | will say that there is a ye 
_ general understanding on the part of Senators on 
this side of the House, and some on the other, 
who are in favor of the bill for the acquisition of 
Cuba, that this discussion shall be continued yp. 
til final action is had upon the bill. 1 state this 
now, that gentlemen may not plead surprise, | 
| will venture, at the same time, to express the hope 
that all those who desire the passage of the bill 
will remain at their posts until some final action 
can be had. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. The announcement made 
| by the honorable Senator from Louisianais enoy gh 
to apprise the friends of the homestead bil] thet 


_ if we do riot take it up and vote upon it now, we — 
shall have no opportunity to vote upon it during | aa 
|| this session; for | understood him distinctly to” 


announce, that when the discussion of the Cuba 
bill is commenced, it must be continued until it 
is concluded. I think it would be better to take 
| up this question of the homestead bill and voig 
upon it, and then the Cuba question will come up, 
I ask the friends of the homestead bill now to 
stand by it, and give it the preference. We do 
_ not seek to antagonize it as against the appropri- 
ation bills at this hour of the session. We could 
| not expect, or hope especially, of the friends of 
_ this homestead bill, who act with the majority of 
the Senate, that they would prefer taking up the 
| homestead bill, and come in antagonism with the 
appropriation bills, because they are necessary; 
_ but, as between this proposition to take upt ‘ 
Cuba bill and the proposition to take up the 
homestead bill, I call upon all friends of the home- 
| stead bill on this on the other side of the Chan- 
| ber, to stand b Now is the time, or never, 
The VICE P ESIDENT. It is moved to post- 
|| pone the special order, to take up the Cuba bill. 
NSON, of Tennessee. Is the ques- 
tion susceptible of division? For instance: can- 
not the motion be divided, so that if all prior 
orders be postponed, then it shall be in the dis- 
' eretion of the Senate what proposition they shall 
| take up? 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
| state that the Senator’s motion substantially is to 
aa all prior orders for the purpose of taking 
e bill indicated by him; and, if that motion 
_ prevails, that bill will be before the Senate, and 
|| will require a motion to postpone it. 
Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 


i} 





I desire to ask whether 


| another motion is necessary to take up the Cuba 


| Brown, Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fiteh, Fitzpat- || bill after the ee of all prior orders, or 


rick, Green, Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Jone s, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Reid, Rice 
| Se bastian, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, Ward, and | 
Yulee—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harian, Kennedy, King, Lane, Pugh, 
aera Simmons, Smith, Trumbull, Wade, and Wright— | 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. YULEE. I move to amend the title, by 
adding the words “* And for other purposes.’ 
The motion was agreed to; and the title was so 
amended. 
ACQUISITION OF CUBA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


_ call up the special order at this hour. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I ah to postpone all prior 
orders for ae eding to the con- 
es. 0. 497) for the acqui- 


ssaen of tn Sinhd OF Ocho by dagutedion. 


| whether it comes u 


art of this motion? 
The VICE PR DI NT. It will be the busi- 
ness in order, and the Chair will call it up. There 
will be no business anterior to it. The motion 
is to postpone all prior orders until we reach it. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 35, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Bayard, rm, vin Pte, Psa Bigier, 
Brown, eng | cy, Clingman, Da 
rick, Green, @ 


Jones. Lane ‘Polk, P Hunte ne ae “1 
bastian, Seni Saiith, — be, W 


bah Ys Mesure. seer endovteh Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, , Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson of Tennes- 
, King, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, T) 


see, Ki 
bull, Wade, and Wi 
to; and the Senate, as 


So the motion was 
in Committee ef the ole, resumed the consid- 


eration of the bill (S. No. 497) making appropri 
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tion to facilitate the acquisition of the Island of 
Cuba, by 9 otiation. f 

Mr. WI N. I desire to submit an amend- 
ment which I shall propose to this bill; and I ask 
that it be read, and printed. 

The Secretary read the proposed amendment, 
which is to substitute for the bill, the following: 

Whereas reciprocal commercial intercourse among na- 
tions promotes mutual prosperity, and is the surest guaran- 
tee of permanent peace ; and whereas it is not the policy 
of the United States to despoil any nation of ber posses- 
sions, however rich or valuable, but to cultivate with all 
nations the most friendly and unrestricted commercial re- 
jations ; and whereas the restrictive policy adopted by Spain 
against the trade and commerce of the United States with 
the Island of Cuba, forcing the adoption of a similar policy 
py the United States towards herself, impairs the benefits 
which would otherwise result to both nations from recipro- 
cal rade and commerce between the United States and 
Cuba; and whereas treaty negotiation for the removal of 
aij ijliberal and unjust restrictions upon trade and commer- 
cial intercourse between this country and the Island of 
Cubaand every nation upon this continent, is most desira- 
ble: Therefore, ; 

Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the United States 
be authorized and requested to open negotiations with 
Spain, and nations south of us upon this continent for the 
removal of all illiberal and onerous restrictions upon trade 
and commerce between them and their dependencies and 
the United States, and to defray any necessary expenses 
incurred in such negotiations, the sum of $50,000 is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, when I had 
the honor of last addressing the Senate on this 
bill, | took the broad ground which has been as- 
sumed by every statesman of our country who 
has ever had this question under consideration, 
that the Island of Cuba is essential to the general 
welfare of the United States, and to its military 
defenses. I endeavored to show its remarkable 
geographical position ina strategic military point 
of view. I further endeavored to show why it was 
that the statesmen of our country, from Mr. Jef- 
ferson to the present day, including all complex- 
ions of political parties—Whigs as well as Dem- 
ocrats—have uniformly used the language that 
the United States would not seek to disturb Spain 
in the possession of the island. It was when Spain 
was comparatively, as compared with the rest of 
the Powers of Europe, a strong nation, and we 
were relatively weak. It was said with the un- 
derstanding that Spain could maintain her status 
in Cuba, and would govern it in such a manner 
as to be compatible with our interests. Who 
supposes, for a moment, that any of these lead- 
ing men, most especially Mr. Calhoun, would 


have used such language, if the alternative of the | of flour per annum, only nine thousand of which 


| are American; and I estimate her population at 


Africanization of Cuba had been submitted to 
him? If it had been seen, in 1845, that Spain 
was taking measures to turn the slave population 
of Cuba free, and to reduce it to the condition of 
Jamaica or San Domingo, does any man suppose 
that Mr. Calhoun would not have been in favor 
of adopting immediate measures for the acquisi- 
tion of Cuba, if necessary in the manner he pointed 
out, by the alternative of arms? Yes, sir; he 
would have felt then,as many of us do now, that 
itis our duty, openly and in the face of the world, 
to take Cuba, and talk about it afterwards. 

In this connection, also, I endeavored to show 
the weakness of Spain, and her inability to main- 
tain her neutrality in the event of any difficulty 
between her and any of the European Powers, 
and I will do it more fully to-day. It is manifest 
that in a war between ourselves and Great Britain 
or France, it would be impossible for Spain to 
es to neutrality; or if she did, she would 
vave but to open her ports to both belligerents 
alike, and to offer the same facilities to ourselves 
and to our enemy, to insure to the enemy the 
greatest possible advantages, and to us the great- 
est possible detriment; and if it did not, experi- 
ence has taught us that Britain, asan enemy, has 
never regarded the rights of neutrals. In our own 
brief naval career in the last war, we saw that 
at Valparaiso she attacked our fleet while lying 
under the — of a neutral port, and she did the 
Same at Fayal; and if we wanted further as- 
Surance, we might take her conduct at Copen- 
hayen. It is fallacious to proceed on the ground 
that we can recognize longer a continuation of 

8 authority over Cuba, on the presumption 
‘han she can, if she would, govern it ina manner 
compatible with our interests in the event of dif- 
ficulty. In the event of war, she could not so 
covering ied in pone “ve are now, she is my 
it as to show v worst possib. 
aspect teeknn Ratoni so 
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| tions with Cuba, so far as they bear upon the t 
| question of annexation; for I hold that if we had || Spanish vessels; and these acts, directed against 


| commerce between them is about equal. 
| takes $3,600,000 of Cuban products, and she sells 
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I will now briefly review our commercial rela- 


in this respect pursued a wise policy, the acqui- 


sition of this island would have been an easy 
| matter to-day. | 


But if our worst enemies had devised some cun- 
ning scheme for alienating the Cubans and driv- 
ing their trade from our ports, they could not 
have performed the task better than we have done 
it for ourselves. 

As Cuba’s nearest neighbors, and as the cheap- 


| est producers of all the staples of life, we ought || 


naturally to engross a very large share of her 
trade; and such would be the natural result, did 


| we permit Cuban vessels to purchase in our ports. || 
| But I will undertake to say that if our ports, 
from Maine to Texas, were examined to-day, 
| you would find no Spanish vessel in them bound 
| to Cuba; and I remember that the last time, some 
four years ago, I examined this subject, our ex- 


ports to Cuba, in Spanish bottoms, amounted to 


| $12,000, while those from Great Britain reached 


nearly three million dollars. 
United States double the value of what she re- 


| ceives in products; but under no wise system | 


could this possibly exist. For example: if our 
imports from Cuba this year shall be $15,000,000, 
our exports in value will be $7,500,000, leaving 


_us her debtor $7,500,000; a debt which we do not 


pay directly to Cuba, but which we pay, through 
exchange on England and France, to Spain, to 
equalize her balance against Cuba. Cuba sells 
to England, either directly or through ‘* Cowes 
and a market,’’ as much as she receives, and the 
Spain 


to Cuba $9,000,000, or nearly three times as much; 


| but of this $3,600,000 much is not consumed in 


Spain, but in the ports of the Levant and the Adri- 
atic, going first to Cadiz and Barcelona. France 


sells to Cuba $2,500,000, and Cuba sells to France 
| $2,000,000; or, if the value of Cuban produce || 


which goes through Spain into France be consid- 
ered, their trade isaboutequal. Under the Amer- 
ican flag, Cuba would receive from us sixteen 
twentieths of all the articles she now imports 


from France and England; and to illustrate the | 
| change which her incorporation into the Ameri- 


can Union would work, let us look alone at the 
article of flour. 
Cuba consumes three hundred thousand barrels 


one million six hundred thousand, a grade higher 
than it has been placed on this floor. 


reason to believe this to be correct. On Spanish 


protection to Spanish flour has been to confine 
its use mainly to the wealthy classes. 
flour admitted free, they would consume three 


for $6,000,000, instead of the $45,000 of flour we 
now sellthem. Lying, as Cuba does, at the very 
doors of the flour and rice market, these articles 


sels, which would make short voyages and sup- 


ports of Cuba. 

When the independence of her American colo- 
nies was acknowledged by Spain, and privateer- 
ing under the Colombian and Mexican flags 
ceased, Spain had not a ton ef commercial ship- 
ping upon the ocean. Her naval power was in- 


significant, and she at once adopted st to | 


create a school for seamen, and to build up her 


| navy; and her first measure was to discriminate, 


| in levying duties upon ships and merchandise, 
in favor of her own vessels, against those of all | 


the world. 


Mr. Van Ness, being then our Misister at the 
Court of Madrid, was directed to remonstrate 
against this system. Spain refused to recede, 
and, upon the petition of certain shipping inter- 
ests, 
retaliatory measures—measures which struck a 
heavy blow at the agricultural and commercial 
interests of the country. 

With the view of coercing Spain into the aban- 





Cuba sells to the | 


I have | 
flour the duty is $2 50 per barrel, and on Ameri- | 
can it is $10 81 per barrel, a discrimination of 
$8 31, or more than the first cost of the article, | 
|| against us; and the consequence of this enormous 
Were | 
fourths of a barrel, each, per annum, or one mil- 


lion two hundred thousand barrels of American | 
flour, which would sell in Cuba, at $5 per barrel, | 


would be carried there in the small Spanish ves- | 


ply the market, upon a sudden demand, at all the | 


ongress adopted the suicidal policy of 
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donment of her policy, we passed the two acts of 
1832 and 1834, levying discriminating duties on 











| the trade of Cuba and Porto Rico, have the fol- 
lowing effect: 

A Spanish vessel takes on board, at New York, 
| orany other Americar port, a thousand barrels 





of flour, and goes to the custom-house to clear. 
| If she be destined te any other place in the world 

than Cuba or Foris Rico, she is compelled to give 

a bond in double the value of vessel and cargo, 
|| that no part of it shall be landed at either of those 
islands. Here, at once, is a discrimination (not 
|| designed by the law) which effectually throws the 
|, Spanish vessel out of the freighting business, for 

a commission has to be paid to the merchant for 
| giving the bond; and from this vexatious expense 
all other flags are free. 

But if the vessel be destined for Cuba or Porto 
| Rico, then the collector demands the payment of 
| a sum of money equal to the discriminating duty 
|| chargeable in Cuba upon the same cargo, as be- 
|| tween a Spanish and an American vessel, 

| If, for example, this cargo of flour, landed in 
| Cuba froma Spanish vessel, would pay seven 
dollars per barrel duty, and from an American 
ten dollars, then upon every barrel at New York 
|| the collector would charge the Spanish vessel 
| three dollars, and call this a tonnage duty. 

A more restrictive measure, or one better cal- 
|| culated to legislate Cuban trade from us, could not 
have been devised; and this explains the enorm- 
| ous balance of trade against us. 

No nation but ourselves pursued this course; 
| and England and France have largely increased 
| their Cuban trade in consequence. 

| _To show how this has been regarded by the 
|| Cubans, | will request the Clerk to read the fol- 
|| lowing portion of the report upon the trade of 

Cuba, made to the Captain General in 1844, and 
|| which | have translated for the purpose: 
|| § "Po show the injustice of the measure, [aliuding to the 

act of 1534,] let us compare the imports of the two eoun- 
|| tries, [Cuba and the United States.) Our vessels coming 

from the United States pay, on the value of their cargoes, 
from seventeen and one fourth to twenty-one and one fourth 
per cent.; and those of the Americans with same cargoes, 
from twenty four and one fourth to thirty and one fourth 
per cent.; the difference between the two is from seven to 
|| hine per cent., giving a mean difference of eight per cent.?? 
|| —Page 283. 

** ‘Ihe Government of the United States has the indispu- 
table right to exercise equal discrimination upon our vessels 
|| to protect theirs and the products of their country, as have 

| ail other nations; but bas it done so by the enactment of 

thislaw? No! Mayit please your Excellency, the Amer- 
|| ican Government has said that, in addition to the contriba- 
'| tions common to other vessels, those of Spain engaged in 
| the trade of Cuba and Porto Rico shall pay an additional 
|| duty equal to the difference imposed on these islands be- 
|| tween national and American vessels; that is to say, if 
foreign vessels pay in the United States twenty per cent. 
more than American vessels, those of the islands must pay 
|| a differential duty of twenty-eight per cent., a duty which 
|| augments just in proportion as we decrease the burdens im- 
|| posed on our vessels, though we do not increase those of 
|| the American vessels !”?—Pages 283, 284. 
|| ‘In other words, may it please your Excellency, it is 
| 





equivalent to the declaration ot the American Government to 
that of his Majesty: In wain you think to protect your ship- 
ping, even at the cost of their public revenue ; because just 
so much as you lighten your burdens upon it, just so much 
will we augment ours uponit! Such a violation of the rights 
of nations can hardly be conceived on the part of a great 
| and liberal Government, and still less that it should be tol- 
|| erated by Spain.”’—Ihid. 

** This violation is more flagrant and manifest as it re- 
|| spects exportations. As to importations it is very well to 
levy equal (not different) duties upon cargoes imported into 
| both nations reciprocally, because the productions of the 
country thus have protection; bat with respect to importa- 
tions, what motive ean the Government of the United Svates 
have to levy this differential duty if it be not the extinetion 
rhe shipping, even at the cost of her own productions ?”’—~ 

bid. 





“ Thus. then, if to-morrow our Government shall deem 
it right to make a sacrifice of all parts of the imposts upon 
our marine which it now pays, have strangers the right to 
|| receive the same in their ports? Evidently no, your Exeel- 
lency! All they can rightfuily do is to imitate the Govern- 
ment of Spain, and to protect their marine at the cost of the 

same sacrifice. But to augment the duties on our vessels 
in proportion as we decrease them, when we do not increase 
| those upon American vessels, and to convert this sacrifice 
made by the Spanish Government into a means for its de- 
struction, is what has never been pretended to by any other 
nation, and cannot be tolerated by Spain without disgrace.” 


No complaint was ever more just and, so far 
|| as we have gone, we have recognized its jastice. 
| Two commitees of this body and two Secretaries 
of the Treasury, Mr. Walker and Mr. Corwin, 
have recommended the repeal of these laws in 
elaborate reports. 

I alluded, the other day, to Great Britain’s in- 
terference with Cuban affairs. Amongst other 
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pretenees for her interference, she sets up her 
right to suppress its African slave trade, and this 





| 


This i is the ordinary course of proceeding when 
| the affair is successful, and the profits it yields 


brings me to the consideration of this branch of || are enormous; the Bozal costing the trader about 


the subject, and | shall dispose of it briefly. 

l am indisposed, Mr. President, to connect in 
any manner the question of slavery with our Cu- 
ban policy; for they have never been in any man- 
ner connected by any of the leading statesmen of 
our country who have advocated the acquisition | 
of Cuba. 

We have discussed this question of domestic 
slavery for twenty years, and the re sults have 
been sectional divisions and alienations where a | 
common interest demanded union, 

It has certainly not advanced the interests of | 
the negro race in the way in which the false phi- 
lanthropy of its false friends desired; for it row 
not freed a single slave; but it has proved, be- 
yond all question, that the condition of the negro 
slave in the United States is preéminently supe- 
rior to that of the free negro in any part of the 
earth, and that the negro’s greatest happiness and 
greatest usefulness are best secured under our sys- | 
tem of domestic servitude. 

Inasmuch as | am prepared to show, as an in- 
ducement to some gentlemen to vote with us on 
this measure, that the African slave trade in Cuba 
would cease with the transfer of the island to the 
United States, 1 will briefly state how it is at 
present conducted. 

It will be remembered that Spain relinquished, 
by the treaty of 1817, all right to engage in the 
African slave trade, and received from Great Brit- 
ain $2,000,000 mainly for this concession. The 
trade, however, did not in the least abate. In 
1835, Britain forced Spain to make another treaty, 
whose provisions were more stringent, and by 
the instructions under which, it was supposed, 
the trade would be broken up; but still i con- 
tinues, though upon a more limited scale, while 
the ** horrors of the middle passage’’ have been | 
greatly augmented by the increased risks of cap- 
ture. 

The manner in which this trade is conducted, 
though more or less a mystery to the world, may 
be readily understood, and it may be briefly stated 
thus: 

Under the instructions of the Spanish Govern- 
ment, issued with the apparent design to prevent 
the trade, slaves on the Island of Cuba are regis- 
tered, and to their owners are issued what are 
called in Spanish cedulas—which may be trans- 
lated permits—and these cedulas are printed in 
books, uniformly one hundred in each, and issued 
under the authority of the Captain General; and 
it is made the duty of owners to have cedulas for 
their slaves, 

A party wishing to engage in the slave trade, 
usually purchases «& fast-satiing vessel—generally 
an American vessel—and pays for her at Havana 
or in the United States, upon the condition of her 
being delivered on the coast of Africa. She sails 
for Cabinda, or some other point of the slave 
coast, with the few articles required for a return 
slave voyage, under the command of her Ameri- 
can master or mate, with acrew to bring her back; 
and, on her arrival on the coast of Africa, she is 
turned over to her new owners, the master pock- 
ets his vessel's register, returns home, delivers ik 
to the custom-house to cancel his registry bond, 
and on it is written ** vessel sold abroad.’’ 

The Spanish owner, the moment he takes com- 
mand, of vs so many of the American seaman as 
he wants, liberal wages, varying from three to five 
hundred dollars for the return Voyage, and not 
unfrequently secures their services. The water 
casks are then filled, the slave deck laid, the ca- 
boose and coppers arranged, and when a favora- | 
ble off-shore breeze springs up the slaves are taken | 
on board, intwo hoursif necessary, and the vessel, 
with her. new owners and cargo, is off for Cuba. 

The place of landing in Cuba is previously ar- 
ranged, and as the time for the arrival of the ves- | 
sel approaches those interested in the enterprise | 
are at their posts. Cedulas have been obtained | 
from the who does this part of the dirty 
work of the Captain General, for the number of |) 
slaves expected, two and a half ounces (or forty- } 
two dollars and ‘fifty cents) being paid for each as | 
the Captain General’s fee. 


seventy dollars, and selling for from eight to 


|| twelve hundred in Cuba. 


But it not unfrequently happens that Mr. Craw- 


| ford, the British Consul General at Havana, learn- 
| ing of the intended importation, spiritedly remon- 


strates and demands the Captain General’s inter- | 


ference; and this officer, in appearance at least, | 
adopts active measures to prevent it; but it rarely | 


amounts to anything. If an 
the affair is so managed that t 

to escape with enougk to make a fair profit; and 
if any participant has to be imprisoned for a few 
days, it is usually the captain of the partido, 
who runs this risk and charges accordingly. Thus 
is the slave trade conducted; and while it is man- 
ifest that the trade could not exist a day without 
the connivance of the Captain General, it is equally 
obvious that it is impossible to obtain accurate 
information as to the number of slaves annually 
introduced. 
thorities upon this point, and ] have reason to 
believe the number generally overstated. 


slaves are taken, | 
e trader is suffered | 


] have examined all the received au- | 


Lippincott says, that in 1844, when the trade | 


was uncommonly active, the importation reached 
ten thousand; but General Crawford, whose 
means of obtaining correct information, entitle his 
statements to great consideration, does not esti- 
mate it at over six thousand. 

Mr. President, I totally dissent from the asser- 
tion that the plantation slaves of Cuba are re- 
placed by importations every seven years, and 


from the assertion of my friend from South Car- | 


olina, (Mr. Hammonp,] that the climate of Cuba 
is adverse to the African. Cuba is but a degree 
south of Florida, where our statistics show the 


negro is healthier than in any other portion of | 


our country. 


The Southern Keys of Florida are in latitude |! 


24° 33’, and Cuba lies southeastabout ninety-four 
miles from them; and while Florida is but little 
elevated above the tide-water, a back-bone of 
mountains traverses Cuba from east to west. 
With similar treatment, the plantation negro 
in Cuba would be what he is in Florida, the freest 


from disease and care, the happiest and the most | 


enduring of his race on the face of the earth. 


But it must be remembered that so long as the 
slave trade exists, increase by births is discour- | 


aged, not only by the interest of the planters, but 
by the prejudices of those owning domestics. 
The trader finds the expense and trouble of 


bringing females equal to that of bringing males | 


from Africa; and as the female is worth only 
about one half or three fifihs as much as the 
male of the same age, but few females are brought, 
the proportion being about one to six. 

Hence we find scarcely a female on some plant- 
ations except a few domestics about the houses. 

Now, sir, annex Cuba and abolish the trade, 
and the females would be sent from the cities and 
towns to the plantations, their places would be 


supplied by the coolies or the Islazais, and the | 


domestic slavery of Cuba, like the island gener- 
nr , would soon be Americanized. 


trust that 1 do not shock the prejudices of | 
any of my friends when I say, that the continu- 


ance of the African slave trade is the greatest 
curse that could have been inflicted upon Cuba; 
for to that, and that alone, is she indebted for 
the deathly pall that wraps her in despotism 
to-day. 

Spain has violated her treaty obligations to en- 
courage it, because she deliberately adopted the 
horrible policy of ever keeping a large number of 


_ negroes, fresh from their jungles in Africa, ready 


to turn upon the people; savages, with whom 
slaughter is a pastime; and one of her ministers, 


| with a cold-blooded forecast unsurpassed, has cal- 


culated that the ability of Spain to turn these ne- 
groes upon the people, is equal, in controlling 
Cuba, to an army of one hundred thousand men. 

It has kept the people in constant terror of in- 


' surrection, and afforded a plea to the Crown for | 


keeping amongst them a standing army of sol- 
diers, spies, and informers. Upon this point Gen- 
eral Concha’s authority will be admitted. Upon 


The slaves are landed, the cedulas being exhib- | he published a memoir, in which he comes to the 
ited to the chief authority, and tothe captain of | conclusion that to the balance between the white 


the partido of the distri 
some gratuities are paid 


toeach of whom hand - 
their connivance. 


and colored races is Spain indebted for her tenure 
of the island, and for the failure of Cuba to go off 





1 the expiration of his first term of service in Cuba, | 
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with the other American provinces in 1893 
Spain had but three regiments there. 

The existence of this slave trade has More. 
over, furnished to Great Britain a pretext for j i 
terfering, from time to time, in the affairs of Cube 
in a very remarkable manner; and I think wea 
justified in believing, nay, I think we would be 
culpably incredulous, were we not to believe, that 
England’s stern and settled policy is to attain the 
liberation of every negro imported into Cuba ging 
1820, and thus to reduce it to the condition of g. 
Domingo. 

From the following dispatch of Mr. Crawforg 
to Lord Clarendon, in 1855, written at Havana, 
we can infer the rate of bribery i in this trade: 


* Your lordship will be able to form some idea of the 
nature of such arrangements, by the details I am enabled to 
furnish of what was effected at Santa Cruz, on the south 
side of the island, when five hundred Bozals were landeq 
near that place in August last, namely: 


’ when 


Gold—o 
To the commanding officer.......... oc testes — 
To the captain Of the port.....ssccccseeeseeess 934 
To the collector of the port.....6.ceeeeees cess 200 
To the tide-sUrveyOr .....0cccccscce cccceccese 200 
————e 
Total ....cceccccccvecccccssccescccscccces 1100 


i 


“This arrangement was made upon four hundred and 
sixty-eight slaves, the rest being weak and sickly, (rather 
over forty dollars per head,) which must be considered a re. 
markably cheap bargain of its kind.” 

I trust, sir, that it may not be deemed unbe- 
coming in me, or violative of any courtesy which 
this body, and which I, as an American ‘Senater, 
owe to a friendly Power, to stand here in my 
place and announce to the world my conviction, 
as I now do, that this cold-blooded and barbar. 
ous policy is being pursued by that Government, 

The views entertained in the past as well as in 


| the present, by Great Britain and ourselves, upon 


the present and future condition of the African 
race on this continent, are well determined by the 
course and action of each. She, partly induced 
by aspurious philanthropy, partly moved by ade- 
sire to develop her Indian empire and to injure the 
United States, adopted the emancipation measure, 
and prostrated the most productive, prosperous, 
and valuable colonies that ever an empire owned, 
to beggary, ignorance, and barbarism; and in this 
condition she maintains them, that the negro may 
be free—free to violate all his duties to himself, to 
his fellow, and to his God—a freedom which re- 
duces him to a hellish slavery, and conducts him 
back to his original barbarism. And having done 
this with her own colonies, and her objects yet 
unattained, are we to suppose she will pause in 
her career with the colonies of Spain? 

To hamper, crib, cabin, and confine the prog- 
ress of our country, she bestows unceasing vigi- 
lance. Why, sir, Loan that you, yourself, 
{Mr. Mason in the chair,] not two years ago, as 
the head of our Committee on Foreign Relations, 


| brought to the notice of this body, not only her 


encroachments on this continent, but her active 
interference to prevent us from acquiring simple 
coal deposits for our Navy. 

Her trade with Cuba now is considerable, but 
if it were Africanized it would pass at once, asa 
free black colony, under her protection, at the 
doors of our southern States, and she would not 
only have a monopoly of its trade; but the regu- 
lation of its tariff. 

But let us look at the direct evidence before us. 
Great Britain’s tone and ym upon our Cuban 
policy have been uniform alf a century, al- 
ways expressing her determination against its 
transfer to us. 

I will not go over the evidence so ably pre- 
sented by my friend from Louisiana, [Mr. Bey- 
JAMIN, +} 40 show that she has twice attempted to 
get Cuba secretly. She values Gibraltar as a pos- 
session beyond all price, because it is the key 
the Mediterranean; but what is Gibraltar in com- 
parison with Cuba, where she could not only com- 
mand our Mediterranean, but where she could, for 
all time to come, plant a free- -negro soldiery upon 
our borders, and within a night of our shores? 

But I will pass on to the direct proof of her 

licy. 
gr have just seen an able article in La Patrie, 
(published in Paris,) of the 17th ultimo, in w 
this language is used: 

“ To protect Cuba against the covetous Americans, Spain 
ou, eee all, to count on who has also Jamai- 
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cipal cause, not to say the only cause, of this coldness, is the 
undeniable continuance of the Cuban slave trade and the 
tolerance, but little disguised, that the Spanish authorities 
afford to this inhuman traffic. This continuance of the trade, 
in obiiging England to maintain, from self-esteem, a squad 

ron in the sea of the Antilles, is the source of continued 
difficulties which spring up periodically, between England 
and the United States.”? * » * * ¥ ae 

«The Spanish ministry knows well—and that is the chief 
motive that determines its present conduct—that the abo 
jition of slavery is the most igfallible means of assuring to 
Spain the possession of Cuba. Independence would suit 
certain planters who have daily business relations with 
New Orleans and New York. The most solid aid of Spanish 
rule are the two hundred thousand mulattoes of Cuba, who 
are to-day free men, in possession of every civil and politi 
eal right. and who would, the day following its annexation 
to the United States, fall back to the level of the siaves. ‘To 
fortify this class by the addition of all the negroes sul in 
the bonds of slavery, would be to raise an insurmountable 
barrier to American invasion. Free them, and they would 
sooner perish under the banner of Spain than submit to the 
reéstablisiment of service by the hands of Americans. 
Thus has it always been believed that the Governors Gen- 
eral have received, in their secret instructions, the authori 
zation to proclaim their emancipation the day in whieh the 
authority of Spain in Cuba would be in peril. [tis much 
better tur Spain to gradually prepare the emancipation than 
have recourse to such an extreme measure. 

“Cuba, peopled by mulattoes and free blacks, would no 
Jonger be the prey that to-day the Americans aspire after. 
The southern States urge the acquisition of that island be 
cause they could divide it into two States, and could thus 
reéstablish in the Senate and House the equilibrium of 
votes, Which now stand to their disadvantage. Cuba, be 
sides, would serve them asa depot, to which they could 
draw the negroes of Africa, and so give a great impetus to 
the slave trade. With the perspicacity and the vigilance of 
which the American custom-house officers have given evi 
dence, it would not be difficult toland at Charleston or Bal 
timore, as coming from Cuba, negroes brought directly trom 
Guinea or Mozambique ; and thus they could putan end to 
the period of high-priced slaves, this plague which ruins the 
producers of sugar and cotton. ButCuba, peopled with free 
men; Cuba, bringing as citizens into the great Republic of 
men a people of mixed blood, and of veritable negroes, 
would be no more the aim of the meu of the South; she 
would, on the contrary, be a dangerous example and a 
source of continual apprehensions. ; 

“Spain is, therefore, well inspired, in seeking in the 
emancipation of the blacks the salvation of ber finest col 
ony. May the efforts of the O’Donnell Cabinet be crowned 
with success. May brilliant experience show once more 
that true policy is that which serves the best interests of 
bumanity.”’ 

‘ This extract is significant. 
y fe 5 ‘ 2 

Now, sir, let me ask the attention of the Sen- 
ate to a few extracts from dispatches of British 
ministers touching this question; and first, I will 
read from a dispatch addressed by Mr. Crawford, 
at Havana, to the Captain General of Cuba, dated 
3lst March, 1855. 

The ‘‘ emancipated ”’ here alluded to are those 
who had been captured on being imported and 
farmed out with a ticket as emancipados: 

“T am also instructed to refer your Excellency to the as- 
surance given by the Conde de Alcoy to Lord Howden, in 
March, 1853, that all the captured slaves in Cuba—whose 
liberty the Spanish Crown bound itself, by the treaty of 
1817, to guaranty—should receive their freedom before the 
end of 1853; and at the same time those captured negroes 
to whom immediate liberty was promised by Spain, under 
article thirteen of the treaty of 1835, should be liberated as 
s00n as they had completed a term of five years, to be 
reckoned from the date of their last assignment. 

“Tam therefore instructed-by the Earl of Clarendon to 
state these views tou your Excellency, on the part of her 
Majesty's Government, and to remind your Exceliency of 
the contents of the dispatch from General Valdez of the 
30th of April, 1842, which was communicated officially to 
her Majesty’s Government, and in which General Valdez 
promised that, on the completion of five years from that 
date, all the emancipated negroes were to enjoy perfect 
freedom.”? 

Hefe is the British consul general writing a 

iplomatic note to the Captain General of Cuba, 
under instructions from Lord Clarendon, an- 
nouncing to him the failure of the promise made 
by General Valdez, that every negro imported into 
Cuba since 1820 should be free. If our authority 
for the position which we take rested only here, 
it would certainly be sufficient to arouse the at- 
tention of this country. Who can contemplate 
this condition of things in the Island of Cuba 
calmly? I ask is there a patriot who does not 
shrink from the Africanization of Cuba—a term 
= vividly recalls the unutterable horrors of 

t. Domingo, and which embraces within its ample 
ieeeetion murder, rapine, and desolation; and _ 
an there a man, honored by the American peo- |, 
ple by their confidence here, who would for a || 
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moment hesitate to interpose all the power of this 
Government to avert from Cuba, from our age, 
and our race, so dark, so sad a fate? 

In 1841, England endeavored to establish a 
British tribunal in Cuba, with power to decide 
the status of the negroes making application to it. 
Lord Aberdeen, in a dispatch of 31st December, 
1843, to Mr. Bulwer, then British minister in 
Spain, holds the following language in relation to 
this attempt, and its temporary abandonment: 

*“In 1841 the draft of a convention was transmitted to 
Madrid, by which it was proposed to institute, by the aid 
of British functionaries, an examination into the titles by 
which the slave population of Cuba is held in servitude. En 
couraged by the novel appearance of good taith on the part 
of the Government of Cuba, as it was then administered, 
her Majesty’s Government admitted the weight of certaiu 
objections raised against that proposal by the Government 
at Madrid, and forebore for the time to press it.”’ 

The ‘* draft of a convention’’ here referred to 
had for its object an agreement between Spain 
and Great Britain that British functionaries should 
proceed to Cuba, go upon the plantations, call the 
negroes before them and determine for themselves 
the titles by which they were held, with the view 
of liberating all introduced since 1820; and to this 


“humiliating proposal Spain lent a willing ear, and 


sent it to Cuba to ascertain public sentiment there 
upon it. 

It produced an indignant remonstrance from 
the Cubans, and it was temporarily laid aside, but 
not abandoned. 

The Count Villanuera (who was then Inten- 
dente) said: 

Tt is not to be presumed that any white man will be dis 
posed to submit to so harda fate. ‘They will preter to emi 
grate to foreign countries to eam their livelihood and save 
the lives of their children, if they do not previously adopt 
the course which a state of desperation would prescribe.’ 
* '. * * © There has been but one feeling or opin 
jon sinee the arrival of the publications in question from 
Madrid, which is that the island would be irrevocably lost 
by it to the mother country, and to its inhabitants, who 
would prefer any extreme to the calamity of sacrificing their 
fortunes, endangering their lives, and remaining in a state 
of subordination to the negroes.”?’ 


In 1850 and 185], these demands were again 
oressed by England with greatenerg y and warmth, 
yut Were now resisted by Spain. On the 23d of 
March, 185!, Sefor Bertan de Lis writes to Lord 
Howden: 

* But it seems impossible that the well-known perspicu 
ity of the Cabinet ot London should have overlooked in its 
turn the iminmense responsibility imposed upon the Queen’s 
Government by the present circumstances of the Spanish 
Antilles, and the stringent duty in which it is placed, of pro 
ceeding with the greatest prudence and circumspection, in 
all matters which may exercise either directly or indirectly 
any influence upon the social and political situation of those 
colontes. 

* You are aware of the dangers by which these colonies 
are menaced. You know that for the prevention of these 
dangers, for the consolidation of the security and preserva 
tion of its transatlantic possessions, her Majesty’s Govern 
ment, hitherto, unfortunately reduced to its own means, 
cannot, as yet, rely upon the decided protection of its most 
important allies.”’ 


In reply to this, on the 10th of July, 1851, Lord 
Palmerston writes to Lord Howden: 
* The Spanish Government will do well to consider that 


if such a course of proceeding shall continue, the people of 


this country, instead of looking with displeasure at attempts 
which may be made to sever Cuba from the Spanish mou 
archy, may be led to view with satisfaction the accomplish 


ment of an event, which, in consequence of the conduct of 


the Spanish colonial authorities, will have become the only 


| means of putting an end to the commission of erimes which 


the Spanish Crown solemaly bound itself, many years ago, 
utterly and forever to prevent any Spanish subject from 
committing.” 

On the 7th of August, 1851, Lord Palmerston 
to Lord Howden: 


“Her Majesty’s Government deem it due to the frank 
ness which ought to characterize the intercourse of friendly 


Governmeuts, to let the Spanish Government know tliat if, 


as seems to be the case, the Government of Madrid is un 

able to cause its subordinate officers in Cuba to carry into 
execution the treaty engagements of the Spanish Crown for 
the suppression of the slave trade, and to enforce the laws 
promulgated by the Crown of Spain in execution of those 


engagements, the British Government must deein itself 


obliged to take the matter into their own hands, and to have 


| recourse to such measures in relation to it as may appear to 


her Majesty’s Government best calculated to acconiplish 


the purpose in view.”’ 


In another dispatch, Lord Palmerston says: 
‘¢ With reference to that passage in M. Miraflores’s note, 


in Which he states that the Spanish Government cannot 
understand how her Majesty’s Government can seriously 
recommend a measure which would prove very injurious 
to the natives of Cuba, when they also recommend that the 
Spanish Government should conciliate the affections of 
those Cubans, I have to instruct your lordship to observe to 
M. de Miraflores that the slaves of Cuba forin a large por- 
tion, and by no means an unimportant one, of the popula 

tion of Cuba; and that any steps taken to provide for theic 
emancipation would, therefore, as far as the black popula 

tion are concerned, be quite in unison with the recommend 

ation made by her Majesty’s Government—that measures 
should be adopted for contenting the people of Cuba, with 
a View to secure the connection between that island and 
the Spanish Grown: and timustbe evident that if the negro 
population of Cuba were rendered free, that faet would 





create a most powerful element of resistance to any scheme 
for annexing Cuba to tite United States, where slavery still 
eXists.” 

Here I will close my review of British dis- 


patches on this point, observing only that, in 1853, 
k:ngland and Spain seem to have arrived at a con- 
clusion mutually satisfa tory, suddenly and un- 
expectedly; for conflicting dispatches were writ- 
ten on the same day by the ministers of both, 

On the 15th of March the Earl of Clarendon 
writes to Lord Howden (at Madrid) that the po- 
sition of Spain ** endangers the friendly relations 
between the two countries;’? and on the same day 
Lord Howden writes to the Earl of Clarendon 
that the ‘*Spanish Government has agreed to a set- 
tlement of a question which has so long been a matter 
of painful dispute.”’ 

As yet we know not the details of this * set- 
tlement,’? but Lord John Russell, on the 4th of 
May following, showed that they were satisfac- 
tory to England; and from the course adopted 
towards us, we are justified in believing that they 
embraced France. When we rejected the over- 
tures of England and France to become a party 

to the tripartite treaty, Lord John Russell di- 
rected the British Minister here to say, that— 

“While admitting fully the right of the United States to 
reject the proposal made by Lord Malmesbury and Mons. 
de ‘Turgot, Great Dritain must at onee resume her entire 
liberty, and upon any oecasion that may call for it, be tree 
to act either singly, or in conjunction with other Powers, 
as to lier may seem fit.”’ 

And subsequently, Lord Clarendon, as Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs, announced in Parliament 
that: 

‘ There is no portion of the two hemispheres with regard 
to which the poliey of the two countries, however hereto- 
fore antagonistic, is not now in entire harmony.” 


And now, sir, can we, in justice to ourselves, 
hesitate to act promptly upon this long cherished 
Cuban question? Are we to await the final act 
of the tragedy progressing in Cuba, the emanci- 
pation of the negroes, and the revival there of the 
scenes of St. Domingo? 

Are we to fold our arms and permit England 
and France to erect Cuba into a free negro colony ? 

Sir, lam aware that men still live—nay, some 
may be found even within these Halls, who pro- 
fess to regard the negro’s ability to govern him- 
self asa question yet to be solved, and who affect 
not to see this question in the light which historic 
truth has shed upon it. Let me invite their atten- 
tion to the present and prospective condition of 
the British colonies. 

Great Britain has shown no little solicitude to 
ascertain the real state of things in her West In- 
dia colonies. For this purpose she appointed, 
in 1842, a select committee, consisting of some of 
the most prominent members of Parliament, with 
Lord Stanley at their head. In 1848, another 
committee was appointed by her, with Lord 
George Bentinck as its chairman, to inquire into 
the condition of her Majesty’s East and West 
India possessions and the Mauritius, and to con- 
sider whether any measures could be adopted for 
their relief. ‘The report of both committees show, 
beyond ail doubt, that unexampled distress ex- 
isted in the colonies, The report of 1848 declares: 

‘* That many estates in the British West India colonies 
have been already abandoned ; that many more are in the 
course Of abandonment, and that, from this cause, a very 
serious diminution is tobe apprehended in the total amount 
of production. That the first effect of this diminution will 
be an increase in the price of sugar, and the ultimate effect 


a greater extension to the growth of sugar in slave coun- 
tries, and a greater impetus to slavery and the slave trade,’? 
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From the same report we also learn that the 
eee? of the Mauritius, no less than that of 
the Weat India Islands, had suffered a fearful 
blight in consequence of the * glorious act of 
emancipation.’’ 

A third commission was appointed in 1830, to 
inguire into the conditionand prospects of British 
Guiana. Lord Stanley, in his second letter to 
Mr. Gladstone, the Secretary of the British Colo- 
nies, has furnished us with the following extracts 
from the report of the committee: 

“ Of Guiana, generally, they ‘it would be buta mel 
ancholy task to dwell upon the misery and ruin which so 
alarming a change must have occasioned to the proprietary 
body : bat vour commissioners feel iemselves called upon 
to notice the effects which this wholesale abandonment of 
property has produced upon the colony at large. Where 
whole districts are fast relapsing into bush, and occasional 
patches of provisions around the huts of village settlers are 
all that remaim to tell of once flourishing estates, it is not to 
be wondered at that the most ordinary marks of civilization 
are rapidly disappearing, and thatin many districts of the 
colony all traveling communication by land will soon be 
come utterly impracticable.’ e 

* Of the Abary district: ‘your commission find that the 
line of road is nearly impassible, and that along succession 
of formerly cultivated estates presents now aseries of pests 
lent warps, overrun with bush, and productive of malig 
nant fevers?’ 

‘* Nor are matters,”’ 
further south 

* Proceeding still lower d4wn, vour commissioners find 
that the public roads and bridges are in such a condition that 
a few estates still remaining on the upper west bank of 
Mahaica creek are completely cut off, save in the very dry 
season; and that with regard to the whole district, noless 
something be done very shortly, traveling by land will en 
tirely cease. losucha state of things it cannot be wondered 
at that the herdsman has a formidable enemy to encounter 
in the jaguar and other beasts of prey, and that the keeping 
of cattle is attended with considerable Joss from the depre 
dations committed by these animals. 

“It may be worth noticing,” continues Lord Stanley, 
*€ that this district, now overrun with wild beasts of the fer 
est, Was formerly the very garden of the colony. ‘The es 
tates touched one another along the whole line of the road, 
leaving no interval of uncleared land. 

“The east coast, which is next mentioned by the com- 
missioners, is better off. Properties, once of immense value, 
had there been bought at nominal prices ; aud the one rail 
road of Guiana passing through that tract, a comparatively 
industrious population—com posed of former laborers on the 
line—enabled the planters sull to work these to some profit. 
Even of this favored spot, however, they report that it* feels 
most severely the want of continuous labor.’ 7” 


The commissioners next visit the east bank of 
the Demerara river, thus described: 


says Lord Stanley, ** much better 


** Proceeding up the east bank of the river Demerara, the 
generally prevailing features of ruin and distress are every 
where perceptible. Roads and bridges almost impassible are 
fearfully significant exponents of the condition of the plant- 
ations which they traverse; and canal No, 3, once covered 
with plastains and coflee, presents now a scene Of almost 
total desolation.’ 

Crossing to the west side, they find prospects 
somewhat brighter ; ‘a few estates’? are still 
** keeping upa cultivation worthy of better mes. ”’ 
But this prosperous neighborhood is not exten- 
sive, and the next picture presented to our nouuce 
18 less agreeable: 

* Ascending the river still higher, your commissioners 
Jearn that the district between Hobaboe Creek and* Suick 
en Leuven’ contained, in 1829, eight sugar and five cofice 
and plantain estates, and now there remain but three in 
sugar, and four partially cultiv aed with plantains, by petty 
settlers; while the roads, with one or two exceptions, are 
in a state of utter abandonment. Llere, as on the opposite 
bank of the river, hordes of squatters have located them 
selves, who avoid all communication with Europeans, and 
have seemingly given themselves up altogether to the rude 
pleasure of a completely savage hile.” 

The west coast of Demerara—the only part of 
the country which still remains unvisited—is de- 
scribed as showing only a diminution of fifty per 
cent, upon its produce of sugar; and with this 
fact the evidence concludes as to one of the three 
sections into which the colony is divided. 

Again hear the report: 

**If the present state of the county of Demerara affords 
enuse for deep apprehension, your commissioners find that 
Besequiho bas retrograded to a stili more alarming extent. 
In feet, unless a large aud speedy supply of labor be ob- 
tained to cultivate the deserted ficlds of Uiis once flourish 
ing district, there is great reason to fear that it will relapse 
into total abandoninent.” 

Describing another portion of the colony, they 
say of one district: ** Unless a fresh supply of | 
labor be very soon obtained, there is every reason || 
tofear that it will become completely abandoned.” 
Of a second, ** speedy immigration alone can save || 
thie island from total rain.”’ * The prostrate con- 
dition of this once beautifyl part of the coast,” 
are the words which begin another paragraph, 
describing another tract of the country. Of a 
fourth, ** the poe on this coast seem to be | 
keeping up a ropeless struggle against approach- 
ing ruin.”” Again, “the once famoug Arabian || 


| 


coast, sv long the boast of the colony, presents 


now but a mournful picture of departed pros- | 


perity. [ere were formerly situated some of the 


finest estates in the country, and a large resident | 


body of proprietors lived in the district, and 


freely expended their incomes on the spot whence | 


they derived them.’’ Once more: ‘the lower 
part of the coast, after passing Devonshire castic, 
to the river Pomeroon, presents a scene of almost 
total desolation.”’ 


** Berbice,’ says Lord Stanley, “ has fared no better. Its 
rural population amounts to eighteen thousand. Of these 
twelve thousand have withdrawn from their estates, and 
mostly from the neighborhood of the white man, to enjoy 
a savage freedom of ignorance and idleness, beyond the 
reach of example, and sometimes of control. But on the 
condition ot the negro I shall dwell more at length hereaf- 
ter; at present it is the state of property with which I 
have to do. What are the districts which together form 
tie country of Berbice?) The Corentyne coast, the Canje 
creck, eastand west banks of the Berbice river,and the west 
coast, Where, however, cotton was formerly the chief article 
produced. Toeach of these respectively the following pas- 
sages, quoted in order, apply: 

“*'The abandoned plantations on this coast, which, if 
capital and labor could be procured, might easily be made 
very productive, are either wholly deserted, or else appro- 
priated by hordes of squatters, who, of course, are unable to 
keep up at their own expense the public roads and bridges ; 
and consequently all communication by land between the 
Corentyne gud New Amsterdam is nearly atan end. The 
roads are impassable for horses 6r carriages, while for foot 
passengers they are extremely dangerous. The number of 
villages in this deserted region must be upwards of two 
thousand five hundred. and as the country abounds with 
fish and game, they have no difficulty in making a subsist 
ence. In fact, the Corentyne coast is fast relapsing into a 
state of nature.’ 


, ’ pi | 
**Canje creek was formerly considered a flourishing | 


district ot the country, and numbered on its east bank seven 


sugar and three coffee estates, and on its west bank eight | 


estates, of which two were in sugar and six in coffee, making 
a total of eighteen plantations. 
long since been entirely abandoned, and of the sugar es- 
tates but cightstill now remain. They are suffering severely 
for the want of labor, and being supported principally by 


African and cooly immigrants, itis much to be feared that | 
if the latter leave and claim their return passages to India, | 


a great part of the district will become abandoned.’ 


** Under present circumstances, so gloomy is the condition | 


of affairs here, that the two gentlemen whom your commis 
sioners have examined with respect to this district, both 
concur in predicting® its slow but sure approximation to the 
condition in which civilized man first found it.’ 

“The negroes who, in a state of slavery, were comfort- 
able and prosperous beyond anv peasantry in the world, 
and rapidly approaching the condition of the most opulent 


serts of Europe, have been, by the act of emancipation, irre- | 


trievably consigned to a state of harbarism.”? 

Surely it is no wonder that the hurrahing of 
the English people has ceased. 
Times for December 1, 1852, says: 

‘At the present moment, if there is one thing in the 
world that the British public do not like to talk about, or 


| even do think about, it is the condition of the race for whom 


this great effort was made. 

Not so with the Abolitionists of this country. 
They still keep up the annual celebration of that 
great event, the act ofemancipation, by which, in 
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The cottee cultivation has | 


The London | 


the language of one of their number, more than | 
halfa million of } uman beings were ** turned from | 


brutes into freemen.”’ 


I will not delay to show the condition of Ja- | 


maica and other colonies. The same results of 


negro self-government, beggary, and vice, every- || 


where exist. 





February 25, 








—— 


‘| cupied by the opponents of this bill at this ti 





. ‘weer me; 

but there is one objection taken, which, consider. 

|| Ing the time and place in which it is made, is too 
remarkable to pass over. 

It is said that the Cubans are Catholics and 
therefore averse to, and unfitted for, liberty: and 
that the Catholic Church is hostile to freedom 
An assertion so irreconcilable with the truth of 
history scarcely merits a serious answer; but 
sir, if this charge shall ever be made under cir. 
cumstances requiring a response, Heaven grant 
that the Church may have the privilege of con. 
fronting her enemies here, before the freest and 
greatest forum upon the earth. As one of her 
humblest followers, and a most indifferent one, | 
regret to say—perhaps the only one of this body 
—I stand always ready in her defense; but, sir 
she needs no defense. There she stands, with 
the historic truth and traditionary lore of eigh. 
teen centuries clustering around her head; he 
annals illustrated and adorned by the proudest 
names and monuments of earth; her teachings 
sublime and universal; her morning sacrifices to 
the ever-living God welcoming the sun in his 
coming; and her vesper bells cheering his depart. 
ure throughout the bounds of earth. 

Sir, let this charge be seriously made, and its 
refutation will be found in every forum and upon 
every field where freedom has been lost or won. 

] am unauthorized, sir, to express upon this 
subject any opinions but my own; but, in my 
judgment, the enlightened Catholics of the world, 
to-day, would regard the transfer of Cuba to this 
country as a measure well calculated to advance 
the interests of the Church. 

It is also alleged that the Cubans are ignorant; 
that they are satisfied with Spanish dominion, 
| and desire no change. Sir, | profess to know 
|| something of the Cubans; and I feel bound to 
remind those gentlemen who have dealt here in 
|, wholesale abuse, and in some innuendoes against 
their indisposition to liberty; against their inca- 
pacity for self-government; against their ignorance 
and superstition; that, in a population of about 
| six hundred thousand whites, they sustain one 
_ daily journal, at least, having nine thousand daily 
|| circulation, while in the mother country there is 
not a single paper that has two thousand; and 
that daily journal, about the size of our Journal 
| of Commerce, is twice the size of any in Spain. 

Let me say that, deprived of every office of 
honor, trust, and profit; not permitted to enter 
the army or navy; not permitted to enjoy any of 
| the benefices of the Church; not permitted to leave 
the island, or return, without permission; or bear 
arms, or enter upon a trade, or transfer a resi- 
dence, without permission; crushed by law, and 
| regarded by habit as an inferior race, they have 
yet speedily adopted many of our mechanical 
contrivances; they have shown the most remark- 
able capacity for managing their own affairs, in 


‘| the administration of the island, as its unrivaled 


And here let me say to the Senator from Wis- | 


consin, [Mr. Dootirrie,}] whom I see in his seat, || 


and to whose novel plan of surrendering the trop- 


| ics exclusively to the negroes I listened, that if 


he can show me a square mile of earth on this 
globe which exhibits the negro’s ability to gov- 
ern himself and prosper, [ may confess that his 
notion has some foundation at least. Why, sir, 


prosperous commercial and agricultural condition 
to-day manifest; and they are the planters and 
mechanics of Cuba, while the old Spaniards are 
the governing class. 

They have sought the United States upon every 
occasion; and those that you have seen here are 
fair specimens of the Cubans. In private virtues, 
I do not believe they will compare unfavorably 
with our own people. The spirit of hospitality 


|| rests upon every creole mansion in Cuba, Most 


I do not know in what city or town the honorable | 
Senator resides; but I undertake to say if any 


negroes are there, it has its negro quarter—the || 


filthiest and most shunned in all the city; and that 


philanthropy, has nevercarried them beyond the 


especially does it to an American. The miserable 
oretense has been set up, and sometimes urged 
Laie. that this people—crushed and down-trodden 
as they are—do not desire a change of govern- 
ment. Itisthe most preposterous presumption on 


|| earth, that a people thus crushed, living almost 
| their progress, stimulated as it must be by false | 


menial employments in which they are usually 


found. 


Emancipation, sir, has been a total, a wretched | 


| failure; and it has illustrated a singular feature of 


tain grains and fruits which the industry of man 
has redeemed by careful culture from their origi- 


nal and savage nature—from some wild grass or 


bitter nut, which, if withdrawn from his care, will 
relapse back to their original type—just so does 
the African in these colonies, when left to him- 
self, relapse back, stage by stage, to the original 


| barbarism of his fathers. 


It is not my purpose to review the grounds oc- 


the negro race, namely: that just as there are cer- 


within hearing of our own bells which celebrate 
the anniversaries of our independence, coming to 
our country, educated in our public schools, car- 
rying back with them and spreading the princi- 
ples of civil and religious freedom, should tamely 
submit to the rod, if they could possibly avoid it. 

Why, sir, these people, within my own recol- 
lection, have, on five different occasions, organ- 
| ized a well-directed revolution; and the existence 
| and maintenance of an army of trained soldiers, 
| usually twenty-five thousand men, never less than 
| seventeen thousand, and numbering, with the 
militia and partidos, twenty-five thousand at all 

times, besides the Government spies—the very 
| existence of this force shows how much Spain 
| fears the spirit of the people. But for the main- 
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tel ; 
than this country ever had, or | hope ever will 
maintain for years, Cuba would have been free, 
hy the exertions of her own sons, long ago. On 
every occasion when manhood and courage could 
ye shown, the people of Cuba have not been back- 
ward. But the dawn of thatglorious morn which 
is yet to rise upon Cuba is already struggling up 
to our vision. The influence of young Cuba—of 
a generation educated under free institutions—is 
peginning to be felt; and Heaven grant that the 
soil which has been moistened by the blood of the 
Ageuros, of Lopez, and of Crittenden, may soon 
cease to afford a resting-place for the oppressor. 

| pass now to another branch of the subject. I 
venture the opinion, sir, that we can purchase 
Cuba only by combining, with a money consider- 
ation, certain commercial concessions and advant- 
ages to Spain. .The commercial spirit of Spain, 
fostered by her Cuban trade, and in the hands 
principally of the active, energetic, people of Cat- 
alonia—the yankees of Spain, as they are called 
—is steadily advancing. 

Spain, in her own tonnage, sends her surplus 
flour, wines, oils, fruits, &e., to Cuba, to the 
value of $9,000,000, and charges imposts on them 
there, thus concentrating the interests of her pro- 
ducing classes in her retention of this trade. Now, 
the people of Spain know well that whatever sum 
of money might be paid for Cuba, would be used 
or squandered by the Government or the Court, 
the most corrupt in Europe, and that they would 
derive but little benefit from it, commensurate 
with the loss of Cuba. They know that, for the 
last fifty years, Spain has witnessed but a suc- 
cession of revolutions, and that every ministry 
ejected from office left an empty treasury to its 
successors, to be replenished by extra taxes, unul 
the national debt, to-day, amounts to over seven 
hundred million pounds sterling. 

The vice and rapacity of ministers, and the cor- 
raptions of her Court, however, have not changed 
the Spanish people. They are the same—honest, 
brave, and true—that they were in Spain’s palm- 
iest days, retaining their primitive virtues with 
their primitive customs; and in riding through 
the roads and beneath the old chestnuts of La 
Mancha to-day, you will encounter pretty much 
the same groups of peasantry, dressed in the same 
style, inviting you with the same salutation to 
partake with them of the same style of breakfast 
with which they.greeted our old friends, Don 
Quixote and Sancho. 

Connect the offer of money with a right of 
Spain to preserve her home trade with Cuba for 
a period—say forty years—and it would carry 
great weight. There would then be apparently 
no interruption to her commerce by the transfer, 
and the industrial interests of Spain would sus- 
tain no sudden sensation. Nor would her oils, 
wines, or fruits, compete with any agricultural 
interests of ours; and, moreover, her carrying 
wade, which is her principal school for her naval 
seamen, would not be destroyed. 

Spain needs money—she has long been on the 
verge of national bankruptcy. Lord George Ben- 
tinck, speaking for the British bondholders of 
Spanish bonds, in 1846, in Parliament, used the 
following language: 


“The debt due from Spain to British holders amounts to | 


about £46,000,0v0, the invérest on which, at three anda half 
per cent., is £1,610,000 ; and this sum deducted from the 
total revenue of Cuba and Porto Rico alone, would leavea 
surplus income to Spain from those sources, of £652,500. 
The annual value of the produce of the Island of Cuba is 
about £9,300,000, whilst the revenue of Havana alone in- 
creased in twelve years, namely, from 1815 to 1827, from 
$1,726,963 to $4,383,962. Here. then, is wealth to repay the 
whole debt due by Spain to British bondkolders. Now, asthe 
whole Spanish navy only amounts to three ships of the line, 
five frigates, aud twenty sloops. brigs, and smaller vessels 
of war, so far as the prudence of the case goes, I think the 
most timid minister need not be under any apprehension that, 
whatever course was taken, there would be any very effective 
resistance on the part of Spain. I think, then, [ have shown 
that there is capability ou the part of Spain, and that it only 
requires the application of an energetic system on the part 
of the noble Lord to show her the necessity of placing her- 
Self in a position to pay her debts.” ‘ * . * 
“ But in what manner are the revenues of Spain wasted ? 
Why, I find that the royal household, one of the most cor- 
rupt and profligate in Europe, costs £435,000 a year, being 
upwards of £140,000 a year more than the Queen of Eng 
land receives.°—Hansard’s Parliamentary Debates, third 
Series, volume 93. 


It must be admitted that, in a war between Spain 


and any of the great Powers of Europe, Cuba 


would be th€ coveted prize, and would fall from 
her grasp. 


vance of a standing army, a great deal larger | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ifthe honorable Senator | 
from Florida will allow me for a single moment, 
as he is passing on to another branch of the dis- | 
cussion, I desire to read a single extract in rela- 
tion to the condition of the Liberian settlement | 
on the coast of Africa. 

Mr. MALLORY. I would rather that the Sen- 
ator would introduce that when he makes his own 
remarks. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ofcourse, I do not desire | 
to interrupt the honorable Senator. : 

Mr. MALLORY. Spain’s future power is to 
be judged by her past condition and present weak- 
ness; and I will briefly sketch her troubled exist- 
ence for the last forty-five years. 

In 1814, on the fall of Napoleon, that wretched 
and imbecile creature, Ferdinand the Seventh, re- 
turned from his French prison to Madrid, and 
was once again a king; and, surrounding himself 
with the adherents of absolutism, he immediately 
proceeded to establish a despotic Government, 
and did so. This lasted about three years, the 
times varied by insurrections and anarchy. The 
glorious patriot Riego then raised the standard of 
revolt successfully, overthrew the Government, | 
proclaimed the constitution of 1812, under which 
the Cortes was convened, and liberal principles 
again declared. 

During the next three years, varied as before 
by revolts and confusion, the king played falsely 
alike with friends and foes, until a French army 
interfered and restored the Bourbon monarchy. 
Then followed military commissions and trials, 
held all over Spain; many ofthe noblest men of the 
country were executed; and Ferdinand crowned 
his perfidiesand sunk his memory to eternal deg- 
radation by authorizing the execution of Riego. 

The monarchy, however, had no peace; insur- 
rections, guerrilla parties, the commencement of 
the Carlist war, and the corruptions of the Court, 
reduced the country to beggary and bankruptcy, 
which continued down to the death of Ferdinand, 
in 1833; when, by his abolition of the Salic law 
and the elevation of Isabel to the throne, another 
intestine war of seven years followed. The ad- 
herents of Don Carlos, under the title of Charles 
the Fifth, and those of the good and virtuous queen 
mother Christina, took the field, and hostile camps 
covered the country. 

In 1834, a new Constitution was proclaimed, 
inaugurated by pronunciamentos and revolts at 
Madrid, Malaga, and Saragossa. 

The Carlist war continued down to 1840, when 
the Duke of Victoria made his way to the head 
of public affairs. 

In 1843, he, in turn, was driven from power. 
Narvaes took his post, and, in 1845, a new con- 
stitution was proclaimed. 


In 1854, Concha and O’Donnell raised the stand- | 


ard of revolt; the battle of Vivalcaro was fought; 
the streets of Madrid were barricaded; the houses 
of members were sacked; Christina was ban- 


ished; and anarchy reigned throughout the cap- | 


ital, and, in fact, over the whole country. 
Espartero then took control of the Government, 
and a new constitution was proclaimed in 1855. 
Espartero and O’Donnell divided power; the 
former giving way in 1856, leaving O’Donnell at 


| the head of affairs, when another constitution was 


established. 

Such have been the last forty-two years of 
Spain’s career; and further, to exhibit the improb- 
ability of her retaining Cuba much longer, let us 
glance at the dominion she has parted with, as 
furnished by one of her own writers: 


“In 1565 we gave up the Isle of Malta to the order of St. 
Johu. In 1620 the Lower Navarre and Bearne was yielded 
to France; and in 1649 the Rousselon. In 1640 we lost Por- 
tugal and her colonies. In 1648 we recognized the sover- 
eigaty of the Netherlands. In 1626 te English wrested the 
Barbadoes from us; in 1655 Jamaica; in 1704 Gi*raltar; in 
1718 the Luccas; in 175° Dominica; and in 1797 Trinidad. 
In the seventeenth century France took possession of Mar 
tinico, New Grenada, Gaudatloupe, and the half of the Isle 
of San Domingo; and in 1800 Louisiana. In the eighteenth 
century we yielded up Sardinia to the Duke of Savoy, and 


to Morocco our rights of Mazaiquivir and Oran. We ceded | 


Parma, Placencia, and Lucca, with other dominions in the 
north of Italy, to Princes of the House of Bourbon, and in 
1759 Naples and Sicily were emancipated from Spanish gov- 


ernment. In 1819 we sold Fiorida to the United States; in | 


182] we lost our half of the Isle of San Domingo; und be- 
fore 1825 all the vast continent which our glorious ancestors 
had acquired was lost to us forever. Of all this immense 


power we have, as a remembrance of the past, the Isles of | 


Cuba and Puerto Rico, the distant Philippines, and our Af- 
rican possessions alone.”’ 


i Sir, when I reflect upon the geographical po- 
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sition of Cuba, upon its command of our com- 
merce, upon its iron despotism, upon the claims 
of her people upon us, upon its fertility and re- 
sources, but, above all, upon the cepeated pro- 
vocations which Spain has given us, 1 am re- 
minded of Lord Clive, when called before the 
parliamentary committee vo answer for his alleged 
spoliation of the Indian princes: ** By heaven, 
gentlemen, when I reflected upon the temptation 
1 am astounded at my own moderation.”’ 


But our opponents say, what want we of more 


territory? Have we notenough? And they quote, 
amongst other opinions, those of Mr. Webster, 
upon this point: 


**T have always wished,” said Mr. Websterin his speech 


on the admission of Texas, in 1845, “that this country 
should exhibit to the nations of the eawth the example of a 
great, rich, and powerful Republic, which is not possessed 
by a spirit of aggrandizement.’? “ My opinion has been,” 
said he, again, in his great speceh of 7th Mareh, 1850, ** that 
we lave territory enough, and that we should follow the 
Spartan maxitn, § linprove and adorn what you have. Seek 
no further.’ 


” 


Something like this fell from my friend from 


Vermont. ‘*I}mprove and adorn what you have. 
Seek no further.’’ Sir, it has been the ery from 
the formation of the Government. It was the ery 


when we acquired Louisiana, Florida, California, 


and New Mexico; but it has ever been the ery of 


minorities unsupported by power, minorities bat- 
tling against majorities on party issues; and I 
much doubt if Mr. Webster would have ever held 
such language as President of the United States. 

The condition of nations is the condition of the 
individuals composing them. ‘Tell any of these 
distinguished men who surround me here, **pause 
in your career, make no further advance up the 
steep hill of fame, improve and adorn what you 
have!’’ ‘Tell the ambitious student, with all his 
university honors clustering around his head, 
‘‘rest from your labors, cease your pursuit of 
knowledge, stay the ambitious beatings of your 
heart, improve and adorn what you have!’’ Tell 
the seaman fresh from the decks of victory to 
sheathe his sword and lie upon his oars—and even 
while they listen, they turn offeach to pursue his 
own particular career. 

Alexander, at the height of his military glory, 
sighed for new worlds to conquer; and Sir Isaac 
Newton, when complimented upon his sublime 
labors, replied that he felt that, like a little child, 
he had but wandered on the shore, occasionally 
finding a shell or a pebble more lovely than the 
rest, while the great ocean of truth lay unex- 
plored before him. 

No, Mr. President, it is no more possible for 
this country to pause in its career than it is for 


‘ the free and untrammeled eagle to cease to soar. 


The blood in our veins and the institutions we 
have adopted equally impel us onward. Every 
homestead and hamletof New England refutes 
this stand-stll policy; for each and every one re- 
tains the cherished memory of a son, a brother, 
or a father, who, surmounting every obstacle, 
has wandered into distant lands to carve out a 
home, there to transplant a loved mother, wife, 
or sister; there to win name and fame, and come 
back at some distant day, perhaps to old Con- 
necticut, a proud and honored son; perhaps to 
Congress, to tell of the hopes of his constituents, 

At our present rate of progress this vast conti- 
nent, every inch of it, must soon be ours. Since 
we turned England adrift from us, we have added 
a new sovereignty and three hundred thousand 
people to the Confederacy nearly every four years. 
It was butas yesterday, sir, thata handfulof hardy 
pioneers, with the ax and the rifle, crossed the 
mountains and settled in Oregon; and last week, 
while our chairman of Finance was upon, the 
floor, lucidiy explaining the monetary condition 
of the country, the President’s messenger was an- 
nounced, and said, ‘* the President of the United 
States has signed a bill admitting Oregon into the 
Union.’’ Not another word was said; the chair- 
man procceded with his remarks, and Oregon, 
with her ninety-seven thousand people, her sev- 
enty thousand square miles, hertwo hundred miles 
of seaboard, and the agricultural and mineral re- 
sources of a great empire, took her place, the 
thirty-third in our magic circle of stars, whore 
union and harmony are never broken by addi- 
tions. 

I am sensible that I have detained the Senate 
longer than | should have done, and | will close 
in a very few minutes. I desire to advert to what 
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Has been said in relation to the manner in which 
this offer may be received by Spain. I believe 
that from 1825, if we had an agent in Spain ready 
to make a commercial treaty, securing to her the 
carrying trade between Spain and Cuba, to a cer- 
tain extent,or its equal enjoyment with ourselves, 
and the admission of her oils and her wines into 
Cuba upon their present terms, and at the same 
time payinga sum of money down toaministry, 
we could have had Cuba on several occasions. 

But, sir, am asked what 1 would do if Spain 
should reject all reasonable terms? 1 can hardly 
suppose such A contungt ney, sir, but J would be 
prepared to meet it. 

{ would, in such case, act openly and fairly 
with her, and look diree tly at the contingency of 
taking Cuba andetalking about it afterwards, as 
Frederick did with Silesia. 

i would remind her that for her hold‘upon Cuba, 
to-day, she is not only indebted to our neutrality 
laws, rigidly enforced—to our forbearance—but 


to our active assistance; 


forbearance and assist- 
ance which we can no longer, in justice to our- 
selves, extend. I would remonstrate with her 
upon the tendency, so perilous tous, of her Cuban 
policy. I would tell her thatshe has established 
a government there which is an ulcer upon the 
civilization of the nineteenth century—an ulcer 
doubly offensive because of its proximity to our 
shores; a government whose daily precept and 
practice are at war with every principle of civil 
and religious freedom; you have fired upon our 
vessels on the high seas, in the lawful pursuit of 
their trade, upon paltry pretenses; you have taken 
American seamen from our decks, under the pro- 
tection of the stars and stripes, upon pretenses 
false and frivolous, incarcerated them in filthy 
dungeons, and you have liberated them only at 
your own pleasure; you have urrested our people, 
unjustly confiscated their property, and you have 
murdered them without the shadow of a trial; 
nay, you have so systematized fraud, so estab- 
lisned corruption, in your public offices, from the 
Captain General down, that our citizens who go 
there under your treaty have to administer to your 
rapacity to ‘conduct their affairs. We will tell 
them this; and further, that throughout the whole 
of these outrages, we have sought redress from 
the Captain General there, and have been put off 
on the paltry pretense that he had all power todo 
wrong, but none to doricht; and, sir, having pro- 
claimed our purpose, | hope there is stamina and 
strength and power enough in this Government, 
when we have exhausted these peaceful remedies, 
to let Spain feel that Cuba shall continue her ag- 
eressions no longer, but that hereafter we will 
right the wrong where it is committed. And, sir, 
L would let Spain know thatan American citizen, 
wherever he may go, whether standing within 
these Halls, or beneath the dark portals of Cuba’s 
prisons, cannot wander so far but that his coun- 
try’s interest will be felt and her power exerted 
to right his wrongs, even though it might lead to 
the end of Spain’s dominion over Cuba. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President, I shall attempt 
to discuss the question now beforaythe Senate 
with the utmost degree of brevity and condensa- 
tion to which I can attain. If I shall find it ne- 
cossary to crave the indulgent ear of the Senate 
tora longer time than has been my custom, | must 
find my apology in the great importance of the 
subiect. 

Fora period of more than three hundred and 
fifty years, according to the laws which are rec- 
ognized by civilized nations the Island of Cuba 
has belonged to Spain. Her title was originally 
founded ep» discovery followed by long, uninter- 
rupted, and peaceable possession, ; 


Looking out, 
as she did, from her rock y peninsula upon the 
Atlantic ocean, the foremost nation of Europe in 
eg as well asin power, she sent forth Colum- 
sus to search for that new world of the exist- 
ence of whieh he had eonyineed Ujat Govern- 
ment. The result of this greatenterprise, in which 
every other jeading nation of Lurene refused to 
participate, was the acguisiyon of an empire, 
richer, if not more extensive, than any whieb 
ever owned the sway of asingle monarch. Some 
portion of the mun)ments of her tide perhaps we 
sheuid not now very much respect, By the bull 
of Pope Alexander V1., the whole New World 
was granted to Spain; but she actually came to 
eccupy and possess, not only the Island of Cuba, 
but the Floridas, Mexieo, California, and the 
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whole of the northern portion of the continent of 


South America; and afterwards, by cession from 
France, she came into possession of the whole of 
the territory of Louisiana, extending, as was 
afterwards claimed by us, as far north as 54° 40’. 
At the time of our revolution we found her in 
possession, not only of the whole of the western 
side of the Mississippi, but also of the State of 
Louisiana on both sides of the Mississippi, as far 
north as that State now extends, and about that 
time she actually undertook to refuse to us the 
right to navigate that river. She intimated to us 
that in order to procure that advantage, the citi- 
zens of Kentucky would perhaps be willing to 
come under the jurisdiction of Spain, and she 
claimed that they would make very good Spanish 
subjects—a compliment which the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. ‘Tnompson] the other day did not 
seem disposed to return. Hedid not believe that 
Spanish subjects would make good American cit- 
izens,. 

Until about the year 1820, with some slight in- 
terruption in 1762, when Great Britain took a large 
portion of the Island of Cuba, (by the expedition 
under Lord Albemarle,) which she very soon re- 
linquished, the title of Spain to this portion of her 
territory was undisturbed. [do not find, in any 
examination of the official or private correspond- 
ence of any of our statesmen, that any very ex- 
tensive remark was made upon that subject until 
about the year 1520, and subsequently. ‘Then it 
became the subject of extensive private and offi- 
cial correspondence, to some portion of which I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate. The 
Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Doorirtye,] and 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. CoLiamer,] 
have already alluded to a portion of this corre- 
spondence. I propose, a littke more fully than 
they have done, to examine it. I shall call atten- 
tion to some points in this connection, which, 
perhaps, may not have escaped their notice, but 
which their time did not permit them to examine, 

We have heard very much of the pretensions 
of France and England to the Isiand of Cuba. 
Those nations have been denounced by the hon- 
orable Senator from Louisiana [| Mr. Benzamin] 
for presuming to offer to us a project for a tri- 
partite treaty, by which the three nations should 
guaranty the title ef Cuba to Spain. 1 find, on 
nin eXamination of the correspondence to which 
I have alluded, that the project of such a treaty 
came originally from this country. I find thatit 
was first proposed by Mr. Jefferson himself, in 
a letter written by him to Mr. Monroe, in Octo- 
ber, 1828. In that letter he says: 

* The foothold which the nations of Europe had in either 
Americas (ast slipping trom under thei; so that we soou 
shall be rid of their neighborhood. Cuba alone seems to 
hold up agspeck of war to us. Its possession by Great 
Britain would, indeed, be a great calamity tous. Could we 

luce her to join us in guarantying Us independence against 
all the world, except Spain, it would be nearly as valuable to 

s if it were our own; but, should she take it, I would 
not immediately go to war tur it; because the first war, on 
other accounts, will give it to us, or the island will give 
itself to us when able to do so.’’ 






In another letter, he says: 

“Tt is better, then, to lie still, in readiness-to receive 
that interesting incorporation when solicited by herself.’ 

Here is adireet proposition from Mr. Jefferson 
to Mr. Monroe, in 1823, that we should propose 
to Great Britain a treaty guarantying the title of 
Spain to the Island of Cuba, and providing that 
neither nation should acquire it. That subject 
was not there dropped. Lcannot say whether the 
idea was originally suggested by Mr. Jefferson 
or not. Perhaps the idea was notnew with him. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to repeat the date of that letter? 

Mr. DIXON, October, 1823. ‘This, probably, 
had been a subject of conversation among official 
gentlemen. Mr. Jefferson, we all know, took a 
deep interest in everything that was going on 
under Mr. Monroe’s administration. 
idea again alluded to, in a somewhat different 
shape, in a letter of Mr. Forsyth to the Secretary 
of State, on the 22d of February, 1822, a short 
time before the letter of Mr. Jefferson. In this 
letter Mr. Forsyth says: 

“In a conversation with one of the members of the po- 
figical commission of the Cortes, | expressed a conviction 
ibat Spain would procure, by an immediate recognition of 
Colombia and Mexico, and the adoption of a liberal system 
of commerce, a guarantee of the island from Colombia, 
Mexico, and the United States; the three Powers being 


equally interested to keep it in the hands of Spain, out of 
the hands of Lagiand, and of each other.” 


I find this . 





. February 25, 


At that time there prevailed a very exage, rated 
idea of the importance of Colombia and Mexico 
Mr. Clay seems to have had that idea. He speaks 
in his correspondence of the immense armies - 
these two nations which would soon be deprived 
of employment; and the impression then seemed 
to prevail that Colombia and Mexico could unite 
with us, and, in that way, guaranty the title . 
Spain by a tripartite treaty; but that, of co 
was very soon abandoned, 

I find that, on the 17th December, 1822, yy, 
Adams, as Secretary of State, in replying Ec 
Forsyth on this subject, says: arn Ee. 


ot 


urse . 


* Spain, though disinciined tosuchan arrangement. might 
resist it with more firmuess, if, for a limited period of tig 
she should obtain the joint guarantee of the United Stared 
and France, securing the island to herself.’ ' 


On the 10th of July, 1823, Mr. Appleton writ . 
to Mr. Adams: 


* { lave not dared to suggest any. though | should sup. 
pose that the United States, or the United States aud Bye 
land jointly, might find one, in a guarantee of the istand 1, 
Spain, while in the enjoyment of the provincial govery 
lately decreed for it by the Cortes, 


) 
As. ment 
' Phe present is the mo 
ment Wien sucit ah arrangement might be had 
Spain.’ 

On the 13th of April, 1826, Mr. Clay, then See. 
retary of State, alludes to the same subject, in his 
letter to Mr. Everett. Ele says: 

* If the acquisition of Cuba were desirable to the United 
States, there is b 
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eved to be no reasonable prospect of af 
fecting. at this conjuncture, that object; and, if there wer 
any, the frankness of their diplomacy, which has induced 


the President ireely and fully to disclose our views, both to 
Great Britain and France, forbids absolutely anv movement 
whatever, at this time, with such a purpose. This condi 
tion of the great maritime Powers (the United States, Grea, 
Britain, and France) is almost equivalent to an absolute 
guarantee of the islaud to Spain.’ 





Then he woes on to say that we cannot, in con- 
sequence of our peculiar policy, (in regard toen- 
tangling alliances,) enter into any such agreement: 
but he considers the then position of affairs, which 
he was not willing to alter, equivalent to a guar- 
antee. At that time our statesmen were very far 
from supposing that such a proposition would 
have been anything like arrogance or insolence, 
on the part of Great Britain and France. On the 
contrary, I think nobody can read the corre- 
spondence without believing that, if the proposi- 
tion had then been directly made to Mr. Adams’s 
administration, it would have been accepted, un- 
less it had been prevented by the great unwilling- 
ness of our country to form any alliances of this 
sort. It was considered in itselfgas it would seem, 
a desirable proposition. 

Now, pursuing this official correspondence some- 
what further, | wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to two or three other suggestions which 
arise in reading it. 1 find, throughout the whole 
of the eorrespondence, not only a friendly, an 
entirely amicable disposition manifested towards 
Spain, but also a continual and constant repeti- 
tion of the idea that, so long as Spain shall hold 
the island, we shall be contented. The Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Matiory] is very much mis- 
taken in supposing that this arose from our idea 
of the strength of Spain. He told us this morn- 
ing, as he told us in the first part of his speech a 
few daysago, that, although it is true that at that 
time we said to Spain we did not desire to inter- 
fere with her possession, it was because she was 
strong, and was able to retain it. I find that no 
such idea prevailed in the opinions of those official 
gentlemen who had this subject under their con- 
sideration at that time. Mr. Clay, in his first 
speech on this subject, enlarges on the weakness 
of Spain. He says: 

“The war upon the continent is, in fact, at an end; and 
not a solitary foot of land, from the western limit to Cape 
liorn, owns her [Spain’s} sway; nota bayonet in all that 
vast extent remains to sustain her cause.”’ 

You will find,in pursuing the correspondence, 
that the proposition is often repeated; but I do 
not wish to fatigue the Senate. It is repeatedly 
stated, that if Spain were not able to retain pos- 
session of the Island of Cuba, we ourselves would 
guaranty it to her against all the world. She was 
considered weak, feeble, unable of herself to re- 
tain it; and we as$ured her that there was no ne- 
cessity,in consequence of her feeble condition, that 
she should suppose herself under the necessity of 
yielding it up to France, or any other Power; 
but that we would protect her against the worl 
in her possession. Thus it will be perceived that 


our established policy was not fotmded, as the 


Senator from Florida has supposed, on any idea 
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nrovailing in this country of the strength of Spain 
at that time. 

| desire, now, to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to a few extracts showing what was the es- 
tablished policy of the Government down to the 
time of the Ostend manifesto. It was not con- 
fed toany one Administration. [t was not con- 
fred to Mr. Adams, or Mr. Clay, or Mr. For- 
eyth, or Mr. Webster, but Mr. Buchanan himself 
participated in it. Mr. Forsyth writes, in 1823: 

‘To this plain remark. | could only reply that, without 
nstructions, I could only speak of what T supposed to be 
the wishes of my Government, and believed to be the in 
rerest of Khe United States; that we desired no other neigh 
hor ia Cuba but Spain; that L felt confident the United 
Sates would do everything in their power, consistent with 
their obligations, to prevent Cuba from being wrested fiom 
Spain; that he was no doubt aware that there could be no 
yusunderstanding between the two Governments on this 
' without a reference to Washington.’ 

This policy of our Government was summed 
ip by Mr. Webster, in the year 1843, in his dis- 

h of January 14, while he held the office of 
Secretary of State. He says: 

‘The Spanish Government has Jong been in possession 
f the poliey and wishes of this Government in regard to 
iba. Which have never been changed, and has been re- 
eatedly told that the United States never would permit 
he upation of that island by British agents or torees, 
' retext Whatsoever 3; and that, in the event of any 
urempt to Wrest it from her, she might securely rely upon 
the whole naval and military resources of this country to 
aid in preserving Or recovering ig.*? 

In the year 1848, on the 17th of June, Mr. 
Buchanan wrote to Mr. Saunders; and at this 
time he seems to have imbibed somewhat of the 
spirit and to have copied somewhat of the man- 
ner of those great masters of diplomacy who had 
preceded him. He says: 


( 
j 
t 
t 


ipon ans 


‘By direction ofthe President, I now call your attention 


to the present condition and future prospects of Cuba. The 
jute of this island must ever be deeply interesting to the 
ple of the United States. We are content that it shall 

i¢ to be a colony of Spain. Whilst in her possession, 
we have nothing to apprehend. Besides, we are bound to 
her by the ties of ancient friendship, and we sincerely de- 
sire to render these perpetual.”’ ° 


He then goes on to say that we can never con- 
sent that she shali become a colony of any Euro- 
pean Power; and adds: 

* Desirable, however, as the possession of this island may 
be to the United States, we would not acquire it except by 
the iree willot Spain. Any acquisition not sanctioned by 
justice and honor would be too dearly purchased. While 
such is the determination of the President, it is supposed 
that the present relations between Cuba and Spain might 
incline the Spanish Gevernment to cede the island to the 
United States, upon the payment ofa tar and fl consid- 
m.?? 


erau 

He then proceeds to give instructions as to the 
manner in which that negotiation shall be con- 
ducted. This policy continued down to the year 
1854, when you will find, on examination, a sud- 
den and an entire change. That was the period 
of the Ostend manifesto, when three gentlemen, 
clothed in customary suits of diplomatic black, 
made their appearance at Ostend, whence they 
issued this renvarkable document, and you will 
then see an entire change in the spirit of our ne- 
gouations. If Spain had been aware of the mis- 
sion of these sable-robed diplomatists, when they 
flitted from Aix-la-Chapelle, and alighted at Os- 
tend, she might have felt as the Roman shepherd 
did, when the hoarse note of the sinister raven, 
from the hollow oak on the left, predicted the loss 
of his possessions. What is now the language 


used towards Spain? | quote from the Ostend 
manifesto: 


“Our past history forbids that we should aequire the 
Island of Cuba, without the consent of Spain, unless justi 
fed by the great law of self. preservation. We must, in any 
event, preserve our own conscious reetitude, and our own 
selt-respect, 

* Whilst pursuing this course, we ean afford to disregard 
the censures of the world, to which we have been so often 
and so unjustly exposed.” a % - Ms 

* After we shall have offered Spain a price for Cuba far 
bevond its present value, and this shall have been retused, 
will then be time to consider the question, does Cuba, 
in the possession of Spain, seriously endanger our internal 

peace, and the existence of our cherished Union? 

_“ Should this question be answered in the affirmative, 

then, by every jaw, human and divine, we shal! be justified 
Mh Wresting it from Spain, if we possess the power; and 
this upon the very same principle that would justify an in- 
Cividual in tearing down the burning house of his neighbor, 
i there were no other means of preventing the flames from 
destroying his own home.” r 


_ The question which he says must be answered 
in the affirmative in order to justify us in wrest~ 
ing Cuba from the possession of Spain is this: 


ve .- . . 
oes her possession seriously endanger our in- | 


ternal peace and the existence of our cherished 


Union.”? That very question they there proceed 
to answer in the affirmative in another part of the 
same document. I find,ina previous part of the 
same paper, this expression of opinion on the part 
of its distinguished authors: 

“ Tadeed, the Union can never enjoy repose, nor possess 
reliable security, 
its boundaries.”’ 


as long as Cuba is not embraced within 

That answers the question which has been put 
by these gentlemen, most emphatically in the 
affirmative. That seems to be a decisive expres- 
sion of opinion in regard to the necessity of our 
occupation of Cuba as a matter of s If-prese rva- 
tion. 

I do not how the question could be an- 
swered more afirmatively than Mr. Buchanan has 
proceeded to answer it in this Ostend letter. Then, 
in his judgment, the time has actually come when 
we shall be justified in wresting Cuba from the 
possession of Spain, on th that 
ot your 

Here, then, is an 
the policy of this 


see 


same principle 
you would tear down the burning house 
neighbor to protect your own. 
entire and complet ‘change in 
Government in regard to the management of this 
negotiation. But change is confined to 
the policy of the negoti , but also extends to 
the manner of conducting it. Up to that time, 
there had been manifested the most conciliatory 
spirit towards Spain; a careful avoidance of any- 
thing likely to wound her sensitive honor had 
been manifested, even by Mr. Buchanan him- 
self. ions to Mr. Saunders, 
in the first instance, to show how very carefully 
everything offensive was 


the not 


1 1) 
Lti¢ 


Look at his instruct 


to be avoided: 

** The attempt should be made, in the first instanee, ina 
confidential Conversation with the Minister for 
Foreign Atfairs 5a written offer might produce an absolute 
refasal in writing, W 


=p tibistl 


hich would embarrass us hereatter in 


the acquisition of the island. Besides, from the in ant 
changes in the Spanish Cabinet and policy, our desire to 
make the purchase might thus be made Known in an offi 
cial form to foreigu Governments, and arouse their jealousy 
and active opposition. ludeed, even tt the present Cabinet 
should think favorably of the proposition, they might be 
greatly embarrassed by having it placed on record 5 tor in 


that eventit would almost certain! 
reach the opposition, and become 
in the Cortes 
incipient stages, ought always to bee 
tial conversation, and with the 
pateh.”? 

* In order to convince him (the Spanish Minister of Por 
eign Affairs) of the good faith aud friendship towards Spain 
with whieh this Goverument has acted, vou might read to 
him the first part of my dispateh to General Campbell, and 
the order issned by the Secretary of War to the « 
ing general in Mexico, 


and (oth 
the embarkation of our tror 


Vv. Luarougi some ¢ 
the 


hannel, 
subject ot disctls-ion 
Such delicate negotiations, stin their 
nidneted in confiden 
ulutost secrecy 


at lea 


and dis- 


mmanad 
© officer having charge otf 
ps at Vera Cruz.”’ 

That was in reference to some expedition from 
this country in violation of our neutrality laws. 
* You mav then touch lightly, delicately. upon the danger 
that Spain mav lose Cuba by a revolution in the island, or 
that it may be wrested from her by Great Britain, should a 
rupture take place between the two countries arising out 
of the dismissal of Sir Henry Bulwer, and be retained to 
pay the Spanish debt due to the British bond-holders, You 
might assure him that. whilst this Government is entirely 
satisfied that Cuba should remain under the dominion of 
Spain, we should, in any event, resist its acquisition by any 
other nation.” 

Such was the conciliatory and cautious lan- 
guage of Mr. Buchanan, 
Romulus M. Saunders, 

Mr. Saunders, inreply, informs Mr. Buchanan 
how strictly he had followed his advice on this 
subject. He says he made the approaches in the 
most delicate and careful manner; that in the first 
interview the Ministerdid not know that he actu- 
ally was talking of cession; that he supposed he 
was talking of guarantee, so delicate ly did he ap- 
proach him; and he says he was satisfied, before 
the conversation with him was finished, that there 
was no hope of obtaining the island. Such, at 
that time, was the kind, the amicable manner 
in which the negotiation was conducted.” Mr. 
Marcy was somewhat surprised when he found 
that this amicable tone had been abandoned in 
the Ostend manifesto, and administers to Mr. 
Buchanan and Mr. Souléand Mr. Mason a some- 
what severe rebuke, couched in apparently iron- 
ical language, for having presumed to say that the 
time might have come when we should be justi- 
fied in wresting the Island of Cuba from Spain; 
and he expressly instructs Mr. Sonlé to inform 
the Spanish Ministry that our ancient policy does 
still continue to exist, notwithstanding the tone 
of the Ostend manifesto might lead him to sup- 
pose that it had been abandoned by our Govern- 
ment. -Now, what is the present mode of con- 


in his instructions to 


in 184s. 


ducting this negotiation? I have shown you! 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


, very good taste. 


1333 


how it was formerly conducted, not only as to its 
ultimate policy, but, also, as to the manner of ne- 
rotiating. The change, I think, is as great in the 
manner asin the ultimate policy. And, in the first 
place, look at the President’s message. Instead 
of the conciliatory tone which had been previously 
held, he begins by exaggerating pending difficul- 
He informs us, in his message, that our 
relations with Spain are very unsatisfactory. He 
then goes on to state to Congress, in several por- 
tions of his message, whatare the grievances now 
eXisting against Spain; and, after all, he only 
makes out that there is a debt of about one hun- 
dred and twenty-seven thousand dollars which 
has not been paid; and he intimates that Spain 
has a demand against us of a l@ger sum, includ- 
ing interest in the celebrated Amistad case. In 
the debate which took place in the uppet House 
of the Cortes on this subject, the Minister of For- 
eign Affairs stated that he was utterly astonished 
when he read this message, and found that the 
condition of the negotiations between the twa 
countries was not in a satisfactory state. He 
said he was not aware of any cause of quarrel 
whatever; that everything, as he supposed, had 
been settled. Ele received this message with as- 
tonishment. It was all new to the minister who 
had the care of the matter in Spain. 

‘Then, how is the question treated in the report 
of the honorable Senator who has reported this 
bill? In what manner does he attemptto commence 
this negotiation with Spain? Does he follow 
out that conciliatory spirit which has heretofore 
been shown? He knows very well how to ne- 
When he holds the language he does to- 
wards Spain, itis not because he is not well aware 
that it is not the way to induce a reluctant nation 
to part with a valuable possession. I beg leave 
to read a few extracts from that report, to show 
how the honorable Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Stipe ry] thinks it proper to conduct this negoti- 
ation. ‘This report will be carefully read in Spain. 
It will be there as soon as it can be conveyed, if 
itis not there already. He says, on the 12th page 
of the report: ' 


ties. 


rotiate, 


* But even these arguments will not be pressed upon un- 
willing ears. Our Minister will not broach the subject until 
he shall ave good reason to believe that it will be favorably 
entertained. Such an opportunity may oceur when least 
expected. Spain is the country of coups-d’etat and pro 
nunciamientos. The all-powerful minister ofto-day may be 
a fugitive to-morrow. With the formg of a representative 
Goverument, itis, in fret, a despotism sustained by the bay- 
ouet—a despotism tempered only by frequent, violent, and 
bloody revolutions. Her financial condition is one of ex- 
treme einbarrassment. A crisis may arise when even the 
dynasty may be overthrown unless a large sum of money 
can be raised forthwith. Spain will be in the position of 
the needy possessor of land he cannot cultivate, having all 
the pride of one to whom it has descended through a long 
line of ancestry, but his necessities are stronger than his 
will; he must have money. A thrifty neighbor whose do- 
mains it will round off is at hand to furnish it. He retains 
tne old mansion, but sells what will relieve him from imme- 
diate ruin.’ 


WY , 
iNOW, 


it is perfectly evident that the honorable 
Senator could not have supposed this to be a con- 
ciliatory mode of conducting the negotiation. He 
informs Spain that she is in the condition of a 
bapkrupt who has parted with the largest por- 
tion of his estate, and must now sell the remain- 
der in order to save the family mansion. This 
idea has been followed up here in debate, The 
other Senator from Louisiana [Mr Bensamin] 
has taken a somewhat similar course. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] who, I think, 
can condense about as much contempt and scorn 
into his language,if he entertains such a senti- 
ment, as any member on this floor, has used very 
extraordinary and remarkable language. He says: 

** Young, thriving, vigorous nations are purchasers ; the 
weak, the feeble, the decrepit, are sellers. It has always 
been so; italways willbe so. When natians begin to de 
cay they sell their territory, or it is taken fromthem by con- 
quest, or even sometimes before decay. With a prodigal 
Aduiuistration, improvident rulers sell their territory, as 
Charles IL. of England sold Dunkirk. Decayed natious al- 
ways sell, and generally doa good thing thing by it; because 
what they do not sellis generally taken away from them for 
nothing.?? 

That will also go to Spain, with the report of 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana. 

We are told that all this is not insulting; that 
Spain has no right to complain of it. Now, sir, 
I have no idea that a proposition made in diplo- 
matic language to any nation to sell one of its 
possessions, 1s, in itself, to be considered insult- 
ing or offensive, though it may not always be in 
It, perhaps, would not be in- 
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sulting to Great Britain if we should propose to 
her to buy Jamaica, Butif we go to a nation and 
tell her she is a bankrapt and must eell; that she 
cannotretan her possessions, thatshe shall never 
be permitted to sell to any other people than to 
us; thatif she does not sell to us, we will then 
consider the que stion whether se lf-defe nse dox 8 
not require us to take forcible possession—il we 
tell her at the same time that we have satisfied 
ourselves that we are bound, as a matter of self- 
preservation, to wrest it from her posse ssion—if 
we tell her furthermore, as the Senator from 
Louisiana felis Spain, that if she will not part 
with it to us, we will encourage a revolution 
which will subvert ber jurisdiction; I think that 
then, the ne gollagon may be considered offensive 
and insulting in the highest degree. 1 think it 
would be so considered in a private transaction 
between man and man. It is not always in very 
good tagte to say to a man, unless you know that 
he wishes to sell his property, that you desire to 
buy it. If be has told you that he considers the 
proposition offensive; if he requests you not to 
repeat it, and you then persist; if you say you 
will encourage some litigant who will obtain the 
title, and you will purchase of him if he will not 
sell at your own price, I think that, ina private 
transaction, would be considered somewhat of- 
fi nsive. 

It seems, therefore, that the whole mode of con- 
ducting this negotiation has been as offensive as 
the ingenuity of able politicians and diplomats 
could possibly make it. Ido not sce how it could 
have been made more so; and I am compelled to 
believe that this has been done by design, for I 
know these gentlemen do nothing by accident. I 
shall revert to this point again; but | wish here, 
in this place, barely to allude to one consideration 
that presents itself in the examination of these 
official papers regarding our negotiations with 
Spain for the Island of Cuba. Is Spain willing to 
sell? In allthis correspondence she has given us, 
in every instance,adecided refusal. She told Mr. 
Saunders, when he was commissioned by Mr. 
Buchanan to make the proposition, that under no 
possible circumstances would she part with this 
island to any nation; that she would rather see it 
sunk in the ocean than do so. He stated asa 
reason why the people of Spain, as well as the 
Government, entertained this feeling, that the 
people had no confidence that, if it were sold, one 
dollar of the money would ever go into the posses- 
sionofthe Government; that it would all be taken 
by the ministers who might then bein power. He 
sail that was the feeling of the people of Spain in 
regard to it, and that was one reason why they 
did not wish to sell. Atany rate, a decided re- 
fusal has been given to the offer in every instance; 
even to the extent of saying that they would 
rather see the island struck out of existence and 
lose its place on the globe. 

It is very difficult for me to believe, when I ex- 
amine the manner in which this negotiation is now 
conducted, that it can really be intended to obtain 
the Island of Cuba. First, consider the publicity 
which has been given toit. In 1848, Mr. Buch- 
anan wrote to Mr. Saunders that it was all im- 
vortant that the negotiation should be private. 

le said, if you make et public there will be a dis- 
cussion in the Cortes. He has made it public in 
his last message, and it produced the very effect 
which he imagined it would produce, In 1848 he 
considered such a discussion very much to be 
dreaded. It has happened as he apprehended. | 
say, therefore, itis difficult for me to believe the 
President of the United States, and the Senators 
who advocate this bill, expect by this means to 
obtain the Island of Cuba. I am driven to the 
belief that they have some other object in view 
than the acquisition of Cuba. | am driven to the 
belief that the soluuon presented by the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Cuanper] was correct, that 
some party object is intended to be advanced by 
this measure. It is difficult to believe that gen- 
tlemen, having high official functions to perform, 
could be influenced to so great an extent by party 
objects; that they should desire by such means 
to extend the strength and advance the interests 
of thew party, without regard to the interests of 
the country; but the conclusion is forced upon us. 

It is said there is a political necessity for this 
measure. | think there possibly may be a polit- 
ical necessity as to the party now in power, but 
1 can see no political necessity for the country, 
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It may be that what is wanted is what we call 
here a new ** issue,’’ and what is called in Eng- 
land a new ‘tery.’ [am not sure that the Sen- 
ator from Michigan is mistaken in regard to it. 
[apprehend you are not satisfied with the pres- 
ent issue before the country. That has been 
found somewhat disastrous. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Puen] seems to intimate that it has 
been discovered that whenever there wasa disaster 
in the Democratic party, there was a mode of 
healing it; that a remedy may be soon provided; 
and what is that remedy? A proposition to 
annex some foreign territory. He intimates 
that, by “the blindness of the Opposition” to 
this measure, the Democratic party may recover 
from any mistake, or defeat, or disaster. I am 
inclined to think that that is the political neces- 
sity which now prevails, and that there 1s no 
other. Lam led to this conclusion also by the de- 
tails of the bill which the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana has reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. The details of the bill, the 
manner in which this money is to be raised, are 
such as must surprise every Senator. How isit 
proposed to raise $30,000,000 to be placed in the 
hands of the President? Ll read from the bill: 

** Provided, Thatif there should not bein the Treasury a 
sufficient amount unappropriated to meet the demands 
above called for, the President of the United States be, and 
hereby is, authorized, at any time within two years trom 
the passage of this act, to borrow on the eredit of the Uni 
ted States, a sum not exceeding $30,000,000, or so much 
thereof as may be required for that purpose, redeemable in 
not less than twelve, nor more than twenty years, and the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized, 
with the consent of the President, to cause certificates of 
stock to be prepared, which shail be signed by the Register, 
and sealed with the seal of the Treasury Department, for 
the amount so borrowed, in favor of the parties lending tse 
same: Provided, That no certificate shall be issued fora 
less sum than $1,000."" 

Has there ever been a loan bill of this kind 
which contained no restriction whatever on the 
President, which did not provide in any manner 
for the amountof interest to be paid, for the mode 
in which these securities should be issued ? 

Mr. SLIDELL. Will the Senator pardon me 
for interrupting him? The bill does contain a 
restriction on the interest; that it shall not be a 
greater rate than five per cent. 

Mr. DIXON. I have the bill before me, and 
it contains no such provision. 

Mr. SLIDELL. There was a mistake in the 
yrinting, butit has been corrected. 

Mr. DIXON. I am glad that has been pro- 
vided for; and I thought it a singular thing that 
the President was not limited as to the rate of in- 
terest to be paid for the money he was authorized 
to borrow. It still appears that he 1s authorized 
by the bill, without the slightest knowledge on 
the part of anybody, at any time to issue certifi- 
cates of stock for $30,000,000 to any person he 
pleased, without requiring bids, or imposing any 
restriction whatever, exceptas to rate of Interest. 
If the Senator has provided for that, he has cer- 
tainly acted wisely. But, sir, the bill contains no 
provision for public notice of the issuing of the 
loan; no restriction on the President except as to 
the rate of interest. He can, at any ume, issue 
bonds to any person without offering for bids. 
Wel, sir, with the money received in this way, 
I very much doubt whether it is the belief of the 
President, or any of the distinguished gentlemen 
who have advocated this bill, that they can ac- 
quire Cuba. In short, | understand the Senator 
from Florida to say expressly, that it cannot be 
acquired for money. If L have not misunderstood 
him, he has directly asserted it to be his opinion 





| that, under no circumstances can we purchase the 


| 


Island of Cuba from Spain by money. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Ido not see the Senator 
from Florida in his seat, but I heard him very 
distinctly; and I am sure his statement was, that 
any proposition for the purchase of the Island of 
Cuba must be accompanied with a commercial 
treaty; that money alone would not buy the island; 
but that money, connected with a commercial 
treaty satisfactory to the people of Spain, would 
acquire the island, in his judgment. 

Mr. DIXON. I understood him as the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana did. I understood him to 
say that the money was a very trifling consider- 
ation; and Lunderstood him to say that, by money, 
x could not be acquired, but that a commercial 
treaty must also be made. I further understood 
him to say that the money, if paid, would not 
inure to the advantage of the people or the Gov- 
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ernment of Spain; but that it would, in transity 

| pass into the hands of persons who were not en. 
titked to it; and that the commercial treaty was 
the great object by which the acquisition of Cuba 
could be accomplished. 

Well, sir, if we place $30,000,000 in the hands 
of the President, if he cannotacquire Cuba with 
it, he can certainly do something. That is q sum 
with which greatends and objects may be accom. 
plished, though it may not purchase Cuba, Now 
what will probably be those ends and objects; 
The President of the United States, the other day 
sent us a message which, I think, was the mos, 
remarkable communication that ever was pre- 
sented to the Congress of the United States, by 
the Chief Executive officer. In my opinion it has 
not excited all the surprise and all the attention 
which it ought to excite. I confess that I heard 
it read, and I have since read it with astonish. 
ment. In that message the President of the United 
States asks Congress to invest him with certain 
powers which he does not now possess. He says: 


ay, 


“It [the Executive] cannot legitimately resort to forse 
Without the direct authority of Congress, except in resist. 
ing and repelling hosule attacks. It would have no author. 
ity to enter the territories ot Nicaragua, even to prevent 
the destruction of the transit and protect the lives and prop. 
erty of our own citizens on their passage.’’ 

Again, he says on the next page : 

* Without the authority of Congress, the Executive can 
notlawfuily direct any torce, however near it may be to 
the scene of difficulty, to enter the territory of Mexico, 
Nicaragua, or New Granada, for the purpose of defending 
the persons and property of American citizens, even though 
they may be violently assailed whilst passing in peacefy! 
transit over the ‘Tehuantepec, Nicaragua, or Panaina routes 
He cannot, without transcending his constitutional power, 
direct a gun to be fired intoa port, or land a seaman or wa- 
rine to protectthe lives of our countrymen on shore, or to 
obtain redress fora recent outrage on their property.” 

| ‘Thatis what he cannot now do, under the Con- 
stitution, Let us see what he says he will do. 

He first states what he has no power to do; he has 

given you correctly the limit which the Constitu- 
| tion has placed upon him. Now, I ask the Sep- 
/ate to give their attention, while I read to them 
| what the President of the United States informs 

them he will do, although the Constitution does 
| not give him the power. Here it is: 

**Itis true that, on a sudden emergency of this charac 
ter, the President would direct any armed force in the vicin- 
ity to march to their relief; but in doing this he would act 
upon his own responsibility.” 

He has no power to redress the wrongs of an 
American citizen in a foreign country. The Con- 
stitutioh does not confer on him that power. To 
do so would be to violate the Constitution; to do 
_so would be to violate his official oath; and yet 

he informs us that whenever the event occurs, 
| whether or not we grant the power, he will take 
| the responsibility of exercising it. I do not know 
| how that may have fallen on the ears of the Sen- 
'ate of the United States, but I confess it struck 
'me with more surprise than any sentiment I have 

ever heard avowed here or elsewhere; that the 

President of the United States should come to 

Congress, and, while asking for power to redress 

injuries of citizens of this country; not for self- 

defense—the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Cotta- 
' MER] showed us the other day that he was not 
asking power to prevent an injury, but to redress 
it—that he should ask for power to take vengeance 
into his own hands; and, at the same time, tel! 
| us that whether we give him that power or not, 
he wei assume the responsibility of exercising 
| it, in violation, as he acknowledges it to be, of his 
| official oath! 

If this is not despotism, I confess I am entirely 
ignorant of what constitutes it, The Senator from 
| IMinois, [Mr. Doveras,} as I understood him, 
advocated and sustained the whole of this mes- 
sage in its entirety. He said that he would not 
only give the President the power which he asked 
for, a limited power in certain instances and in 
specified countries, to use the Army and Navy of 
this country, but that he would give it to him for 

aH countries and for all time. I have not the 
| Constitution of the United States before me, but 
I think the language of it is, that Congress shall 


_have power to declare war,’’ The war-making, 


ower is vested in Congress by the Constitution. 
What, then, is the meaning of a law of this kind? 
| Suppose you were to add to thé clause of the 
Constitution giving Congress the war-makmg 
| power, a proviso of this description: ** except the 
] President of the United States shall, at all times 
| and in all countries, be authorized to use the land 
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and naval force of the United States to redress 
any injury which any citizen of the United States 
may have suffered: where would that leave the | 
the war-making power? It would be taking it | 
from Congress and vesting it in the President of | 
the United States; or, if not taking it from us, it 
would be sharing it with him. This t understand | 
to be the doctrine avowed by the Senator from | 
IJlinois; but as he is not present, I will not dwell 
on it. It is a doctrine wholly subversive of the 
principles of our Government. 

The question recurs, what can the President of | 
the United States do with this money? He has 
told us what he will do, in his special message. 
Well, sir, give him $30,000,000, and what will | 
be the result? He says he will violate the Con- 
stitution of the United States; he says he will 
avenge the wrongs which he claims are constant- 
ly committed against citizens of this country, 
whether the power is given to him by Congress 
or not. He requests us to give him the power, 
lest he should be driven to take the responsibility 
of violating the Constitution; and he asks us in 
connection—for the two messages are to be taken | 
together—to place in his hands $30,000,000, for 
the purpose of negotiating with Spain for the 

acquisition of Cuba. How the negouation will be 
conducted, I think I have shown you. Ido not 
stand here to bring any unfounded charges against | 
the President. I have read his message. I have | 
stated to you what he therein informs you he wil! 
do. I think you may very fairly infer what he 
will do if he receives these $30,000,000 that he 
asks for, although Congress may not pass the act 
authorizing him to take the course which he in- | 
dicates to you that he will pursue. I say here, on 
my official responsibility, that, reading these two 
instruments together, I should not dare to trust 
the President of the United States with the power | 
of using $30,000,000 in this manner. ‘Taking his | 
own language, I should expect ‘him to involve the 
country in war. If there were no other reasons, 
I would not place this money in his hands. 

But, sir, leaving this branch of the argument, 
and supposing, now, for a single moment, that it 
were possible to purchase Cuba; supposing itcould 
be purchased for $120,000,000 or $200,000 ,000— 
the President has indicated in one of his dis- 
patches, I think in the instructions to Mr. Saun- | 
ders, what he would be willing to give; and I be- 
lieve, by calculation, it was shown at that time to | 
be $120,000,000; probably the sum now require< 
would be at least $200,000,000; but, whatever it | 
may be, suppose that, with the money now pro- 
posed to be placed in the hands of the President, 
the acquisition of Cuba might be accomplished: 
what are its advantages, as stated in the argu- 
ments principally relied on in the Senate? The 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Bensamrn] has dis- | 
cussed that subject with great ability, I might say | 
with more than his usual ability; and he has 
frankly stated to us what is the object to be gained 
by the acquisition of Cuba; and why itisthat the 
people of the free Siates are asked to contribute 
of their resources $200,000,000 for the acquisition | 
of this island. 1 will state it in his own language. 
He says: 

“ The leading fact, which ought to be kept constantly in 
view by all who would fori just conceptions on this sub- | 
Ject, is, that the wealth and productiveness of this island 
have been created, and their continuance can only be se- 
cured, by a system of compulsory labor.’? 

How is it to be accomplished? How is ‘‘a |, 
system of compulsory labor’’ to be continued in || 
Cuba? The Senator stated it: 

* T now proceed to inquire from what source an adequate 
supply of this compulsory labor can be obtained. I know, 
sir, of but three possible methods: 

**]. The actual increase of the slaves already there. 

“2. The introduction of persons bound to service, under || 


the name of apprentices, or coolies, or colonists. \| 
a The Atrican slave trade, which is the present meth- || 





He also gives, in another place, a fourth mode | 
—acquisition by the United States, and the intro- | 
duction of slaves from this country, and of our || 
slave system. 1 

These are his four modes of continuing compul- || 
sory labor in Cuba. The first, by natural in- || 
crease, he says is impossible, under the present || 
state of things. Probably it is. The second—the || 
importation of coolies and apprentices—he says || 
has been abandoned for its inhumanity. ‘The 
thurd—the African slave trade—must at some time 
cease. It cannotalways go on. It may be many || 
years—it may continue for generations to come; || 


| 
1] 
i 
’ 
| 


| cease. 


|| terminated in ever 
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but the time must arrive when that traffic will 
Then what remains? There is but one 
mode. Annexation to this country is the only 
mode of perpetuating slavery in Cuba, That, then, 
is the object of the bill; and in that point of view 


Iam very willing to present it to the northern 
people. It is to perpetuate slavery in Cuba, that 


the people of the North are requested now to con- 
tribute of their means for this acquisition. I 
think the Senator from Louisiana will admit that 
[have &tated his argument fairly. There is no 
other object to be accomplished. This is the great 
cardinal point that must be kept in view. It is 
for this purpose—to perpetuate slavery in Cubs 
—that we are asked to appropriate this money. 
Why should we do it? 

In the first place, the honorable Senator has 
drawn a picture of the effect of emancipation in 
the West Indies. He has painted it with the 


| matchless skill of an artist who excels in coloring 


as well as in composition. I do not deny that he 
has shown a state of things existing there very 
much to be regretted by all lovers of humanity. 
Thatit has been caused by emancipation, I by 
no means admit. But suppose you admit that 
the free negroes of the Island of Jamaica are ina 


condition of distress unparalleled by that of any | 


people on the face of the earth; what does that 
prove? It does not tend to prove that we ought 
to acquire Cuba. If it proves anything, it proves 
that we ought to acquire Jamaica, and right that 
wrong, if such it be. Why do not the Senator 
from Louisiana and his distinguished colleagrue 
propose that we should restore the blessings of 
slavery by the acquisition of Jamaica? Why not 
go to Great Britain, and say to her, ‘* You have 
Africanized the Island of Jamaica; you have 
imperiled our institutions, and therefore, from 
necessity, for the sake of self-defense, we must 
obtain from you that island; if you do not sell it 


to us, you shall to no other nation; we will give | 


you such a sum as we think proper; your national 
debt is immense; you are bankrupt; sell it to us 
or we will wrest it from you.’’ The reason why 
that is not said, is obvious, and I need not state 
it. England may abolish slavery inall her terri- 
tories; and you will never hear either of the Sena- 
tors from Louisanasay to her, ‘* You are imperil- 
ing our institutions by so doing!’’ No, sir; they 
will submit; they have submitted, either because 
they think it does not imperil their institutions, 


| or for some other reason satisfactory to them- 
| selves. There is no danger that this country will 
| ever be involved in war because Great Britain 


has seen fit to Africanize Jamaica. There is no 


| danger that you will ever present to her the con- 


siderations which you are presenting to Spain. 
Such language as has been used in this report, 
will never be used towards Great Britain, for rea- 
sons which I think are quite obvious. 

Then, if this argument proves anything, it 
proves that we ought to take the Island of Ja- 
maica. It does not tend at all to prove that we 


ought to take the Island of Cuba; because Cuba | 


is not on the eve of emancipation; there is no pro- 


|| ject, as 1 understand, for the emancipation of the 


slaves there. The Senator from Louisiana informs 


us that the blacks of the Island of Jamaica are in | 


the miserable condition to which I have alluded. 


| [fit were a subject that [ wished to pursue I might | 


show him that the blacks on that island, although 
in the condition described by him, are not alone 
in misery; that it is somewhat of a necessity of 


| their race; that the whole race are more or less in 


a suffering condition all over the world. Go to 
Cuba, where slavery exists, which the Senator 


| has argued isa great blessing to the blacks; I have 
_ here a work which describes the condition of the 
I do, 


slaves on the sugar plantations in Cuba. 
not now wish to detain the Senate with it; but I 
could show that, if emancipation in Jamaica has 


caused great distress among the blacks, slavery | 
| in Cuba has overwhelmed the black race in dis- | 


tress indescribable. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Ido not desire to interrupt | 
the Senator’s discourse; but I will suggest that | 


if he proves that, he follows out the line of my ar- 


|| gument precisely. I stated that the negro slaves, 


under the Cuban system of slave labor, were ex- 
generation. 

Mr. DIXON. know very well that the Sen- 
ator argued that their condition would be im- 


roved by annexation to the United States, and | 


shall attempt hereafter to show that that will 
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not be the case. I was barely saying now, that 
if the free blacks of Jamaica are great sufferers, 
if their condition is such as has been described— 
{ might show the same thing as regards the 
slaves in Cuba, and I dare say, if I were to follow 
itup, the slaves everywhere else in the world. = | 
think itcould be shown that a want of ventilation, 
and every other physical evil to which the Sen- 
ator alluded in that connection, exists in this 
very city of Washington, and in many other por- 
tions of the country; but I do not wish to follow 
out that line of remark in this stage of my argu- 
ment. 

Now, sir, how would you improve the condi- 
tion of the slaves in Cuba by annexation to this 
country? That, itis true, is one of the objects 
which the Senator from Louiflana told us he had 
in view in the acquisition; but how will he do it? 
1 suppose the Senator would say that, by increas- 
ing the value of the slaves which would result 
from the abandonment of the slave trade, the in- 
terest of the owners would require of them to 
afford to the slaves better treatment than they 
now receive, and thatis probably what he means 
when he says the advantage of American institu- 
tions would be extended there. [suppose his idea 
is that slavery would exist there as it does here, 
and that self-interest here induces owners to treat 
their slaves well, in consequence ef the great value 
of their property. His great means of accom- 
plishing the object of the improvement of the con- 
dition of the slave is by affecting the interest of 
the owner. ‘This is io be done by abolishing the 
slave trade with Cuba, by making the slave more 
valuable, by introducing our system of slavery. 

I think, however, that the Senator from Ver- 
mont was entirely right, when he argued to the 
Senate that the acquisition of Cuba would not 
tend to the abolition of the slave trade. In the 
first place, it would seem very strange if increas- 
ing the value of the slaves, and thus increasing 
the inducement to import them, would tend to 
suppress the slave trade. We know thatif you 
raise the price of slaves in Cuba from $500 to 
$1,500, you treble the motive which already leads 
to their illegal importation at every oneal. 

But, sir, how will you, by the acquisition of 
Cuba, suppress the slave trade?) What are you 
doing now? The British Government have a 
portion of their fleet on the coast of Cuba for the 
suppression of the African slave trade. Our treaty 
with Great Britain requires us to keep some por- 
tion of our fleet on the coast of Africa, for the 
same purpose. There is, besides, in the island, 
a mixed commission, partly British and partly 
Spanish, the object of which is to try offenders 
against the laws prohibiting the slave trade. Ac 
quire Cuba, annex it to this country, and the 

sritish fleet must leave; we will not brook the 
presence of British men-of-war on that coast any 
more than we would on the coast of Georgia or 
Florida. ‘The British fleet must then be removed. 
1 take it to be an undeniable fact, thata very large 
portion of the slave trade is now carried on against 
the efforts of the British and the American Gov- 
ernments, by the abuse of the American flag. I 
find that in 1838, nineteen vessels laden with 
slaves from Africa, came into Havana under the 
| American flag. One in particularattracted great 
attention, and landed its cargo of Africans under 
this protection. When the mixed commission 
notified our consul, then Mr. Trist, of this trans- 
action, and called his attention to it, and requested 
him to use the authority of thisGovernment, what 
| position did he take? Mr. Trist said it was an 
| interference with the independence of our Gov- 
ernment for that commission to dare to call his 
attention to that subject. We had then been in- 
dependent some sixty years, and it does seem to 
_me to be about time for us to cease our sensitive- 
ness on the subject of our independence. I do 
not find that Great Britain and France, and other 
nations, are sensitive lest they should not be con- 
sidered independent nations; but our consul said 
we could not take notice of this call on us to ex- 








our independence. The American ship to which 
I allude, landed eight hundred and fifty slaves in 
the face of our consul. She started from the coust 
of Africa with eleven hundred and fifty, aud 
landed eight hundred and fifty alive in Cuba. 
Very soon after,a French ship came in loaded 
with eight hundred slaves, and the mixed com- 
mission called the attention of the French consul 


amine the subject, because it was a violation of 
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to the subject. Did he have any fears in regard 
to the independence of France being violated by 
that notice being given to him? Notatall. He 
called the attention of the Prince De Joinville, 
who was there in command of one of the vessels 
of France, and a serious and earnest attempt was 
made » W hich | am sorry to say Was unsucesr ssful, 
to arrest the owners of the slave ship. l ‘ay, 
then, that this trade is carried on now under the 
American flag; and what are we doing? We wiil 


not permit any sear h of an American ve sel, 
There is no su! ject upon which we are so sensi- 
tive as the riclit of earch I confe sthat I think 
it has been carried to a great extreme. | under- 
stand the doctrine to be that an avowed laver, 
carrying at its ! t-head the American flag, is 
safe against t Viggta ion and search of a British 
ship. That, | beheve, is the modern doctrine, 
and we have driven Great Britain to acceptit. I 
am notin tay f it 1 thrink it is going too far; 
but thet is the prevailing doctrine. Now, I do 
not suppos t British Gove t would at- 


tempt to visit any acknowledged, known slaver, 


or interfere with her in any manner whatever, 
although loaded down with African slaves, if the 
American fl yr, without right, w fully dese- 
erated and abusi l,wa floaung? at her mast-h a 1; 
and if, o-day, informa nh Ww to come to us 
that the British Government ] 1 interfered with 
such a ve 1,1 fhink you would find muthern 
Senators on this floor ready to d ire War onthe 
instant 


If such is our feeling, if our flag is desecrated 


in that manner; if itus desecrated with our con- 
entand cs pbnivance —for ih ww ol ‘can you con- 
ler it? now can you expect th ve tradt to 
top Hlere } flag, the most glorious on the 
face of the earth, which is an entire protection to 
the slave trad: unywhere on the broad ocean. 
As | understand our doetrine in regard to the 
right of search, t! Amel n fl nywhere pro- 
tects the lave tra r, and I do not wonder that 
the trade vo on i do not see how it can be 
considered that this Government, taking this 
ground, is desirous to check U ive trade. But 
it is said the trade never ha xisted with any 
portion of our own country. I avree that it has 
not, until recently, and there ar veral reasons 
for that The yple of the South do not take 
the ground that the ve trade is against human- 
ity; I do not recollect that [ have ever known 
thatargunjentto be madein the South. I believe, 
' 


as a general thing, the cround taken by the South 
is, that the 


condition of the native wild Africans 
on the shores of Africa is improved by being 
broughtinto this country and subjected to slavery. 

Then, if the slave trade is to be stopped by the 
acquisition of Cuba, it is not to be done from hu- 
mane considerations; it is to be done because the 
I think that is 
the principal reason why the trade has not been 
carried on with our souther 1 stat : But look 
at the recent case of the Wanderer. You find 
there a cargo of slaves broughtinto the southern 
country. You find that, for a long time, one of 
the distinguished judges of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, sitting in the cireuit court, 


interest of the parties requires it. 


could not succeed in impanneling a grand jury 
who would find a true bill of indictment for the 
offense. 7 think that distinguished judge would 
have been very glad to bring these maletactors to 


justice; but the grand jury would not find a bill. 


1 understood, recently, from the Senator from 
South Carolina, that, in another portion of that 
State a bill has been found. But where are the 
Africans who were imported? It is said they 
cannot be found; they cannot be identified. Sup- 
pose a cargo of fugitive slaves had been restored, 
under the fugitive slave law, and brought into a 
port in Georgia or South: Carolina: do you think 
they could not have been identified Is thereany 
difficulty in identifying slaves, if there is a desire 
to identify them? The fact is, these Africans were 
thrown into the masses of the black population; 
mingled up with them; and, it seems to me, by 
the. consent, if not by the connivance, of the 
southern people. It is useless to say to me that 
they do not know where these slaves are. They 
do eed where they are; they can produce them 
if they will. Why they do not, is for them to 
answer. I have no doubt they will easily iden- 
tify a cargo of five hundred fugitive slaves, and 
visit them with condign punishment. They are 
well known; but they are not so well Bh ce | not 
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half so distinguishable, as Africans freshly im- 
ported from the coast of Africa. 

I say, then, that is a pretext. They can be 
known; they are known. At this day, they are 
laboring on the fields of the southern country, 
perfectly well known to be imported slaves from 
Africa. The southern people say it betters their 
condition; perhaps it does; but if you desire to 
check the slave trade, you can do it. It is abare 
question for the southern people to decide. Ido 
not think the northern people can check it; I do 
not see very well how we can prevent it. I think 


he citizens of the South, of Georgia, of South Car- 


olina, and Virginia, must decide for themselves, 
y lave trade. I donot 
see very well how this Government can prevent 
it. Atany rate, it would test the powers of the 
Government to do it. Ido not believe the pres- 
ent Administration would make the attempt, 
though I do not mean to say they are not doing 
their duty, so far as the punishment of the per- 
ons connected with that ship are concerned. I 
have been told they were. Ll have been told that 
process was now being pursued. I have no doubt 
that the judge, to whom I have alluded, did his 
whole duty-on the subj A 
It seems you cannot identify the slaves brought 
ithe Wanderer. Now, suppose you annex Cuba 
to this country: I beg to know hew you will iden- 
fy ethe slaves brought into Cuba? I want to 
knowif you will desire to abolish the slave-trade 


there, more than tn your presentcountry? Every 


f the y desire to restore the s 


possible motive you have now to encourage it will 
existinatenfold stronger degree than at present. 
Che price of slaves will perhaps be doubled; it 
will certainly be increased toa great extent, in 


consequence of the demand there existing to fill 
the places of those slaves who, we are told, are 
no longer to be brought from Africa to the Island 
of Cuba. If you stop the African “trade, hen, 
of course, you must have it from this country. 
I am free to say that if the slave trade must con- 
tinue with the Island of Cuba, and the question 
s presented to me whether it shall be with this 
country or with Africa, I should hesitate very 
much befote | should say that I would prefer it 
to go on from this country. Senators say the 
ave trade will stop as relates to Africa and com- 
mence as relates to this country; that you are to 
take your slaves from the United States into the 
Island of Cuba. Now, without indulging in any 
incendiary remarks in regard to the right of the 
blacks of this country, I think I may be justified 
in saying that they have some claim on us. They 
are faithful, they are industrious, they are docile; 





they are now performing their duties all over 
your southern fields, knowing very little of what 


is going on here. I undertake to say that if this 
black population, row cultivating your fields, 
new that this proposition was here, all their in- 


terests would be awakened. If they supposed 
the question was whether the slave trade should 
cease from Africa and should commence from this 
country; that the question was, whether Cuba 
should be supplied with slaves from there or from 
here, they would be listening with all the atten- 
tion they could give: and if they found that the 
Congress of the United States were about to pass 
a law which would lead to the transportation of 
themselves, or their children, to Cuba, I say to 
you that, from that whole black race, there would 
ascend to Heaven a more piteous ery than ever 
pierced the skies, 7 

They have rights here, and we ought to con- 
sider them. Will you supply the labor of Cuba 
by slaves born, not in Africa, but in this country ? 
Shall they be subjected tothat horror? I will not 
attempt to describe it. Southern Senators know 
better than I do, how these Africans feel when 
they are carried to the Red river. They know 
what sort of punishment it Is for certain portions 
of the African race, now held as slaves in this 
country, when they are transported from the 
homes to which they are as much attached as we 
are to our own, growing there, perhaps, with a 
stronger root than we do, with stronger social 
feelings, with warmer affections, with local feel- 
ings as ardent as ours. You know, Senators 
from the South, how these slaves feel when they 
are transported to another country; and you know 


perfectly well what a state of things would exist | 


if they were liable to be transported to Cuba. I 
| do not wish to dwell on it; but I say, to-day, my 
preference is, if Cuba is to be supplied with slaves 
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from any other country than itself, that it should 
not be from this country. I would stand hera 
and give my vote and my Voice in support of 
the claims of the colored men of the South. The 
slave trade is sufficiently horrible in Africa; but 
for that we are not wholly responsible; let jr 
never be carried on from this country. 

I do not believe, then, that the slave trade would 
be in any sense checked by the annexation of 
Cuba to this country. 1 acknowledge that that 
has been in the minds of many; and it was, at one 
time, in my own mind, a forcible argument in 
favor of the acquisition of Cuba. Before I ex. 
amined it, I had a vague idea that it might tend 
to abolish the slave trade; but, on eXamination, | 
think, on the contrary, it would remove obstacles 
now in the way of the trade. 

But, sir, the Senator from Louisiana informs us, 
that unless we can perpetuate slavery in the Island 
of Cuba, the civilized world must give up the use 
of tropical productions toa greatextent. He says 
tropical productions cannot be produced to an ex- 
tent commensurate with the wants of the world 
without compulsory labor in Cuba. 1 think jg 
can be shown that the Senator is mistaken, [ 
have no idea that, if Cuba was to-day stricken 
from the face of the globe; if she was where the 
Spanish say they would rather she should be than 
come into our power—at the bottom of the ocean; 
I have not the slightest idea that the supply of 
tropical productions, especially sugar, would be 
wanting to the world. In the first place, let us 
see whether it be true that sugar 1s only raised 
by slave labor and in slave countries. 

I understood the Senator from Florida, this 
morning, to say that it could not be raised by 
white labor; but perhaps I misunderstood him. 
I have before me a book of travels in Cuba and 
Porto Rico, by David Turnbull, published in 
1840, from which I desire to read a few extracts 
on this subject, as to whether the world is de- 
pendant on compulsory labor in Cuba, or on the 
existence of Cuba at all, for its supply of tropical 
productions. He says: 

** The most remarkable fact connected with the history 
and tie present state of Porto Rico. is that the fields are 
cultivated and sugar manufactured by the hands of white 
men under a tropreal sun. Ltis very possible that this might 
never have occurred had not the island been treated as a 
penal settlement atan early period of its history. The con- 
victs themselves were condemned to hard labor as a part 
of their punishment; and when the term of their sentence 
expired, they were compelied to continue it in order to obtain 
the means of subsistence.”’ 

He says further: 

“The large population of Barbadoes, the practice which 
formerly obtained there of inducing white settlers, of an 
humble class, to emigrate by an offer of small grants of land, 
and the law which compelled the plauter to maintain on ii 
estate a fixed proportion of white persons, compared with 
the number of his slaves, have had the effect of reducing a 
considerable number of white persons in that island to the 
rank of hired laborers; and there, also, I have seem them 
engaged in digging can holes, which, I believe, is considered 
the severest labor to which the negro is exposed. It is nev 
ertheless true. that, for a winte man to labor in the field, is 
regarded in Barbadoes as a serious degradation. This, how- 
ever, js by no means the ease in Porto Rico, where itvet 
erate usage has reconciled the white laborer to the neces 
sity of working, without a murmer. in the same field with 
his colored brethren, of every variety of complexion, and 
even With slaves,”’ 

The question whether tropical productions, 
sugar, coffee, &c., in Cuba, depended on compul- 
sory labor, was also discussed at great length at 
Havana, some years ago; and a large portion of 
the intelligent people of the island came to the 
conclusion that it might be better done in another 
manner. This writer says,in the same book 
above quoted: 

* The question has therefore arisen, and has even been 
proposed for public discussion in the * Transactions of the 
Royal Patriotic Society of the Havana,’ whether sugar can 
be successfully cultivated and manufactured in the island 
without the aid of compulsory labor. It was not easy, aud 
might not lave been prudent, for thie Colonia! Government 
t» pat the veto of censorship in a discussion which could 
not be supposed to originate in any sinister consideration ; 
and it has therefore been suffered to preceed without offi 
cial interference.”’ 

In some States of the Union, probably a veto 
would have been put on it; but it was not done 
in Havana: 

“Inthe mean time, it is no small gain for the cause of 
humanity, that a community so deepiv committed to the 
trade with Afriea, and hitherto so entirely dependent on the 
continuance of slavery, should become familiarized with 
such topics of discussion, and should habituate themselves 

| to the contemplation of another state of things. 

* In the very outset of this discussion, itis laid down as an 

i} incontrovertible principle, that the labor of a single free- 
| nan, Who works voluutarily and for his own interest, is at 
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<t equivalent to all that can be extracted from any two || 


¢ the most robust of the African race. 

The mode of proceeding proposed for the attainment of 
ir object by the economists of Cuba throws more light 

: uid be easily obtained through any other channel on 
. _intelle ctual, and physical c ondition of the island. 
4thoug oh ‘the y have be fore them the example of the sister 
cual of Porto Rico, whose staple productions of sugar 
“nd eofive have long been successfully cultivated by the | 

» descendants of the original colonis ts; and although | 
ba contains a greater number of white inhabitants than 
» ene other islands of the Archipelago together ; it is only 
the importation of white laborers from the Canaries, 

tthe proposed object is to be attained. 

» Nay, " while it is admitted that the whole of the field- 
hor ean be sufficiently performed by white men, it is held 
negro assistance is necessary in the interior of the in- 
io. ‘This necessity is assumed, partiy from the custom, 
iable in Cuba, ané hence thought indispensable, of 

sing the milland the boilers incessantly at work from 

» eommencemenut of the crop-season till the last of the 

os are cut down 3 and partly, also, from a very natural 
be a ike. that a negro can support, better than a white man, 

sh artificial, as well as a high natural, temperature. 

rye reverse has been completely demonstrated on board 

she British Government steamers on duty within the tropics, 

where it was for some time supposed that negro stokers 

uld be employed more advantageously, and at less risk 

their health than to that of the white men long accus- 
med to the duty ina colder climate. 

‘The experience of several years has completely proved 
that an African constitution is not so well suited as that of 
, European to withstand the heat ofthe furnace, or, rather, 
the frequent alternations of heat and cold to which the 
st Ls rofast saan it, and the fireman and boilerman of an 
ingenio (or engine) are equally exposed. When it is found 
thatthe fires can be extinguished, and the boilers suffered 
to cool during the night, without disadvantage, and that the 
neat of the furnace is, comparatively, not so detrimental to 

white man as to the negro, some change will doubtless 
‘ake place in the views of the patriots and philanthropists 
rCuba, as to the necessity of employing negroes—either 
in a state of slavery or freedom—in the interior of the sugar- 
. This matter is better understood in the English 
slands, where the white man’s chief danger is supposed to 
consist in application to any active employment under a 
vertical sun. 

‘The prize essay of Don Pedro José Morillas, which was 
crowned by the Royal Patriotic Society with the patent of 

) de merito, contains many interesting suggestions as to 

ie substitution of the labor of white freemen for that of 
negro slaves. He contends that the extreme cheapness of 

African labor is the sole cause why the white inhabitants 

fthe West Indies have, by the mere disuse and want of 
exercise, lost a large proportion of their physical force. He 
lenies, however, that the debility, arising from inaction, is 
so general as itis so commonly supposed to be. The young 

en, born and bred in the interior districts of the island, are 
so well formed and robust as to be able to withstand the ex- 
treme heat of the dog-days and the cold of winter, which is 

‘tt unknown in Cuba, with no other covering but the light 

1en vest which they wear allthe year round. Frém sun 

sun these men will make a journey of twenty leagues, on 

t, Without being worn out by the heat, or impeded by the 
suddenly swollen rivers, aud with no encouragement to pro- 
eed but their cup of coffee and their cigar. Their dressis a 
nen shirt and pantaloons, a straw hat, and shoes of the un- 
tanned leather of the country. They carry, besides, a ham 

wk andasingle change of dress, which, with a sword 

ndalong knife at their girdle, complete their equipment. 
When surprised by nighttall, they enter the nearest thicket 
| hang their hammock between two trees, where, after 
smoking their cigar, they sleep soundly till awakened by 

e song of birds, the ery of wild animals, and other sounds 
which serve, in a thinly-peopled country, to intimate the ap- 
proach of day. Yet these men show no signs of weak- 
ness, and live to a good old age. On such grounds, Sefior 
Morillas concludes thatthe (white) young men of the Hav- 
ina need nothing but the habitual exercise of their mus- 
cular powers to enable thein to rival, in activity, the Peon 
de tierra dentro. 

‘lt is the presence of slavery which, in the Island of 
Cuba, as in every other country where it exists, throws 
every sort of personal exertion into discredit. Because la- 
bor is the lot of slavery, the pride of the freeman ts alarmed 
lest the line of demarkation should not be broad enough be- 
tween him and the slave; and he therefore abstains from 
working altogether. 

‘Ifthe sun of the tropies be less friendly to physical ex- 
ertion than the climate of the temperate zones, it affords at 
least some compensation by fertilizing the soil and multiply- 
ing the er Ops Which may be reape dfrom it. [tis, moreover, 
a well kn wn fact, that, in the [sland of Cuba, men of color 
are very rarely employed in the work of cutting down the 
u mbe r; and yetit will readily be admitted that, to fell with 
a batebet a full-grown mahogany tree, is a task as arduous 
as most of those to which the ordinary field laborer is op- 
posed. In some districts of the island, the Isleiio from the 
Canaries, and the Gallego trom the north of Spain, may be 

en bent down at this employment from the dawn of day 

sunset, without experiencing any bad consequences 
omit. The smiths and the carpenters of the island are, in 

‘manner, almost all white men; but although itis not 
common in Europe for a soldier to sink on the march, a 
mila failure, if we may believe the best informed inhab- 
tants, is seldom heard of, either among the troops or the 
White tradesmen of Cuba, 

“Compare the labor of cutting down the caobas, the chich- 
arrones, and the quiebra-hachas, literally the break-hatch- 
‘s of the country, or the less laborious employment of the 
carpenter at his bench, or the smith at his anvil, with the 
panting and eutting down of the sugar cane, and you will 
probably find that the balance is greatly in faver of an em- 
ploy ment on which disgrace and discredit have been thrown 
by te exclusive application to it of the labor of slaves. 

“ugar, it has been seen, can be cultivated successfully by 
White men in Porto Rico; and there is nothing in the 
“nate of Porto Rico to distinguish it from that of the islands 1| 
10 its neighborhood.” 


"an 
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The truth is, that sugar and other tropical pro- 


| ductions produced by slave labor, are produced 


at a very great waste. Scientific improvements, 
new modes of manufacture, are introduced where 


| free white labor prevails, as is seen in France and 


Germany, and as alluded to in anarticle to which 
I desire soon to call attention. Now, sir, I say 
that when you consider the suffering of the black 
race, so powerfully and eloque ntly depicted by 


| the Senator from Louisiana, inc uba, in the man- 


ufacture of sugar, almost any man of ordinary 


| humanity would say that if sugar could not be 


produc ed in any other manner, the human race 
had far better abandon its use; the luxury and 
comfort gained from sugar would not compensate 

in the mind of any man of humanity, not to spe ak 
of an American Se nator, for the indescribable 
suffering which, the Senator from Louisiana in- 

forms us, in the course of a few years, actually 
destroys the whole black race in Cuba. Thiat is 
too expensive. No man of humanity could de- 
sire to continue the manufacture of sugar in such 
amanner. Why, sir, there is, in the manufac- 
ture of sugar, a process of filtration through ani- 
mal carbon—which is bone reduced to a carbona- 
ceous substance by calcination in a closed vessel, 

That process is found to be a very useful improve- 
ment, but it could not for a while be carried out 

because of the very great expense; the calcined 
bones being very soon r ndered useless; untib 
there we is dise overed what was called, technically, 


| a mode of revivification, by which the animal car- 


bon could be restored to its former value. But 
when you use the human sinew, and human 
muscle, and human bone in this way, there is no 
revivification; you cannot restore them; you de- 
stroy the whole race in less than one generation, 


| and are obliged to supply the places of the dé ad 
| from the coast of Africa, I say, any man of or- 
| dinary humanity, in listening to the description 
| of the Senator from Louisiana, would say the 


whole world had better abandon the use of such 
a luxury than to attain it at sucha price. That, 


| however, is not necessary; our philanthropy is 
’ J 
| driven to no such point. If the Island of Cuba 


were to-day annihilated, the manufacture of su- 
gar would sc arcely be diminishe d after the lapse 
of a few years 

I have hedive me anarticle in De Bow’s Review, 
written, I think, by the Senator from Louisian Le 
I judge so partly from its style and partly because 
it bears all the marks of his ability, and is signed 
with his initials—J. P. B. I have not asked the 
Senator whether he wrote it; but I believe he did. 
{Mr. Bensamin assented.] In this article, he in- 
forms us of the improvements in the machinery 
and modes of manufacture adopted in France, and 
resulting from free labor. The Senator himself 
states enough to justify me in saying that, if Cuba 
were out of existence, this country and the world 
would have, from other sources, asufficient supply 
of sugar, and in a very short time. He says: 

“The extent to which the production of sugar can be 
carried in Louisiana is appreciated but by few ; but those 
who reflect on the subject, and who feel an interest in al 
that concerns the prosperity of our State, foresee, with ex 
ultation, the day not far distant, when boundless tracts, now 
covered by the primeval forest, shall team with plenteous 
harvests of the cane; when nearly every plantation shall 
be a manutactory of refined sugar, supplying not only the 
wants of our own country, but forming a large item in our 
annual exports ; when, in a word, the industry and enter 
prise of our population shall succeed in developing, to their 
full extent, the resources which a bounteous Providence 
has lavished on this favored land.’’—De Bow’s Review, vol. 
2, pages 344, 345. 

Ought we, then, to perpetuate slavery in Cuba, 
under such a terrible state of things, that, accord- 
ing to the Senator’s own showing, almost the en- 
tire civilized world would rather abandon the use 
of sugar, could it be produced in no other way, 
and when, too, he tells us that suear enough can 
be raised under the patriarchal system that pre- 
vailsin Louisiana? | will hot speak now of white 
labor; I will not speak of free labor; 1 will not 
speak of the manner in which sugar is raised in 
other free countries; but the Senator tnforms us 
that the inatitation, as it now exists in Louisiana, 
can not only supply the wants of Louisiana and 
of this country, but supply a large annual export 
to the rest of the world: Then, we may allo 
Cuba to pursue its own course; we may allow t ‘ 


, 


| cultivation of tropical products to be abandoned 


_ there, if the world will not suffer in consequence. 
I find, also, in this article, that the Senator inti- 
| mates that it might be advantageous to have some 


white people, who know a little more than the 
blacks, to carry on the manufacture of sugar. In 
fact, the whole tenor of his argument shows that 
for the cultivation of sugar, you require intelli- 
gent, cultivated, skillful, "and ‘I might almost say 
free labor. It is very true, that it is claimed by 
many there is a portion of the work that cannot 
very well be accomplished by white labor; but 
when you take the whole mi inufacture together, 
you find skill and ingenuity necessary. 

There are other modes in which sugar can be 
raised. Howis sugar produced in France? You 
would suppose, from hearing the Senator from 
Louisiana, that if Cuba were out of the way, we 
should actually suffer for want of this luxury. 
There was a time when, under the colonial sys- 
tem of Great Britain, under the system she pur- 
sued of cutting off all trade with France, that 
country was deprived entirely of the use of sugar. 
Her trade with the sugar-growing countries was 
entirely destroyed; and what resource did Napo- 
leon adopt? Heat once introduced the manufac- 
ture of sugar from the beet root, and it has grown 
now to be one of the greatest interests in Europe, 
at nd is pursued extensively in France, Germany, 

ussia,and Poland. AlloverE Lurope the people 
are supplied with sugar, ina great measure, from 
their own labor. It would be so in a short time 
here, if it were not true that Louisiana is able to 
supply the world; and we have been willing to 
rive them all the protection they have asked. 

It seems, then, that'this argument addressed to 
the physical comfort of the people of this coun- 
try, that they need to acquire Cuba for the sake 
of increasing their luxuries to this extent, is en- 
tirely fallacious. If you wish toc heapen sugar, 
there is a direct mode of doing it—just strike off 
your ich Will the Senator from Louisiana 
propose to do that? I think he will find no very 
vreat objections to it on this side of the House. 
That is an effectual mode by which sugar may be 
ches ipened; but itis entirely fallacious to argue 
that it is necessary, in order to supply the people 
of this country w ith: this luxury, that we should 
perpetuate compulsory labor in Cuba. There is 
no such necessity; if there were, our people would 
never consent that itshould be done through their 
responsibility. Itis too high a price to pay. 

Having attempted to dispose of that portion of 
the subject, I now come to another branch. I 
will state another objection which, it seems to 
me, may be made with great force to the present 
acquisition of Cuba, supposing that it might be 

‘quired in the manner pointed out by thts bill. 
1 allude to the character, the habits, and the peeu- 
liarities of the people inhabiting thatisland. What 
do we propose to do? We do not propose to take 
themasac olony , to be froverne ad by a procons sul, 
by a viceroy. We do not propose to take them 
in any other manner than as one or more sover- 
eign States of this Union; and, when we do so, 
we must guaranty to them republican institutions, 
and, for the first time in all our history, we shall 
find the duty of guarantying republican institu- 
tions a very arduous work. Are these people fit 
to come into our Government as equals? What 
makes a people fit for free government? I take it 
that free Institutions, such institutions as ours, are 
not a cause, but aun ffect. ‘They are produced by 
the character of the people pre viously; the y do 
not create the people. Our people, with the char- 
acterthev alre ady possess, create d our institutions, 
Our institutions did not er@ate the people. They 
practiced self-government long before those self- 
evident truths were pronounced by Mr. Jefferson 
inthe Declaration of Independence. That was no 
new discovery. ‘The State of Connecticut, the 
State of Massachusetts, and other States, were 
perfectly well prepared by long practice, which 
had continued from generation to generation, and 
had become here ditary, for free institutions; and, 
al this very day, if you were to shatter this Union 

to its original elements, the State of Connectic ut, 
the State of Massachusetts, and, perhaps, every 
other State, could go on with its government pre- 
cisely as it now does, because they are all prac- 
tice ; in self-governme nt. The sovereignty which 
1, in part, represent, went on for more than one 
hundred years jee fore the Revolution, and has now 
been practicing self-government for two hundred 
years; and never had a Governor who was not 
chosen by itself. We never had a royal Governor. 
Such were the people who established our insti- 
tutions. The people made the institutions, not 
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the institutions the people. Now, let us look at 
these people of Cuba. What kind of institutions 
can they establish or sustain? Mr. Clay, in his 
first letter on this subject, to which Lealluded, gives 
his opinion in regard to their fitness for self-gov- 
ernment. He says: 

“ The population of the islands is incompetent at pres. 
ent, from its composition and its amount, to maintain self 
government.” 

That was the opinion of Mr. Clay, in 1825. 
Have they improved since? Idoubtit. The dif- 
ficulty is in the race. All southern Senators claim 
that the black portion of that population are unfit 
for self-government, and they constitute a large 
proportion. How is it with the whites? They 
are not of our race. They are of a race which 
has never yet succet ded with self-government. In 
considering this subject, a comparison has been 
sometimes made with the annexation of Florida 
and Louisiana In Louisiana there were scarcely 
any people; in Florida there were not many; and 
at this very day, they send no Spaniards here to 
represent them in the Senate. They send men 
with good Anglo-Saxon names, and with good 
Saxon blood running in their veins. Those peo- 
ple never were a foreign people. That was not 
the annexation of a foreign country, although it 
has been spoken of sometimes as if it were. It 
was the annexauon, for the most part, of virgin 
soil, not peopled; and therefore from that no 
analogy can be drawn. 

gut what are these people? I have here a short 
description of their character, to show you that 
they are totally unfit to come into the Union to- 
day as citizens of arepublican government. They 
are more unfit than any nation of Europe; far 
more so than Spain at this moment. We sup- 
pose that certain notions of individual equality 
are necessary to prepare a people for self-govern- 
ment. ‘They should exist beforehand, as they 
did exist here in the early settlement of our coun- 
ty. Notions of individual liberty and personal 
freedom, existed long before the Declaration of 
Independence. Is there anything of that kind in 
the Island of Cuba? Let us see what the state of 
society is there. | read from the same book to 
which I before referred, Turnbull’s Cuba, page 
49: 

* The distinction of ranks among the various classes of 
society is as caretully kept up in Cuba as in the most aris 
tocratic countries in the Old Wortd. The first includes the 
resident grandees of Spain, of whom there are about thirty; 
the Titules of Castile, resembling as nearly as possible the 
anomalous rank of Baronet ot England; and the Hacenda 
dos, or landed gentry of this island. Next after them come 
the Empleados, or civil functionaries in the public offices, 
of whom, at the Havana alone, there are said to be one 
thousiud; and on the same level with these gentlemen 
may be placed the officers of the army and navy. ‘The 
mer hants, Spanish, creole, or foreign, hold only the 
third place in the order of precedency. After them come 
their clerks, Fren h, Eughsh, North American,or German; 
such of them as come trom Spain being chiefly Gaditanos. 
Retail merchants and shopkeepers hold a sulllower station; 
they come in general trom the Canaries, Catalonia, Biscay, 
or North America. The Gallegos, like our own Irish tabor- 
ers, oceupy the lowest place im the social scale ; the col 
ored and negro race being tabooed altogether. The emi 
grants from old Spain and the Canaries, but especiaily the 
Catalans and Gallegos, with their descendants, may be con- 
sidered a permanent addition to the population; but tor- 
eigners, Who generally come as clerks and depart as mer- 
chants, take root but rarely.” 

That is the state of society in Cubaat this day. 
Ranks are as well settled and established there 
as they are in any country of Europe. There is 
no notion of personal equality there. The great 
self-evident truth ** thasall men are created equal”’ 
has never been discovered there. Do you sup- 
pose you can force it on them by bringing them 
into this country? Surely not in one generation. 
But the Senator from Louisiana, in his report, 
gives us rather a different picture of the state of 
the island in that respect. He says: 

“6 The feeling of caste or race is as marked in Cuba asin 
the United States. The white creole is as free trom all 
taint of African blood as the descendant of the Goth on the 
plains of Casule. There isa numerous white peasantry, 
brave, robust, sober, and honest, not yet, perhaps, prepared 
jatelligently to discharge all the duties of the ciuzen of a 
free republic, but who, from his organization, physical and 
mental, is capable of being elevated by culture to the same 
level with the educated Cubans, who, as a class, are as re- 
fined, well informed, and fitted tor self government as men 
oF any cinss of any nation can be who have vot inhaled 
with their breath the atmosphere of freedom. 

* Many of them, accompanied by their families, are to be 
met With every summer at our cities and watering places, 
Obeerving nd appreciating the working of our form of gov- 
ernment and its marvelous results; many seeking, until the 
arrival of more auspicious days, an asylum from the op- 
pression that has driven them from their homes; while 
hundreds of their youu's in our schools and colleges are | 
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acquiring our language, and fitting themselves hereafter, it | 
is to be hoped at no distant day, to play a distinguished part | 
in their own legislative halls, or in the councils of the na- 
tion.” 

I have had the honor of seeing some of those 
distinguished men, and, no doubt, they are men 
of very high characters; but they are the thirty 
grandees who are described in the book from 
which I read. I have seen them, at a distance, 
at the watering-places alluded to by the hon- 
orable Senator; and while their behavior has 
certainly been gentlemanly and proper, I could 
never see that their studies were much occupied 
in ** observing and appreciating the working of 
our form of government,” and studying its prin- 
ciples and details in order to reduce it to practice 
in their own country. That picture drawn by 
the Senator from Louisiana is, by far, too flatter- 
ing to the people of Cuba, as regards their fitness 
for self-government. 

Now, I shall assume that the people of Cuba 
are very similar to the Spanish people. In point 
of fact they are of Spanish descent, Spanish blood, 
and Spanish culture. They are no better than 
the people of Spain to-day. I have before me a 
book, written by a very eminent scholar and gen- | 
tleman, which is a standard work, I think, upon 
the subject of the character of the people of Spain. 
I know it was so some years ago, and I do not 
know of anything on the subject that has been 
written better since. It is entitled, ** A year in. 
Spain, by. a young American, A. Slidell Mac- 
kenzie.’’ He gives us his views on the subject of 
the fitness of the Spanish people for self-govern- 
ment. He says: 

** Never have those much abused words, liberty and civ- 
lization, been so often invoked in the cause of persecution 
and murder, as in the Spain of our day. The liberals have 
far outstripped the fanauecs who preceded them, in the per- 
petration of injustice and inhumanity. They have been 
more tinatical than the fanatics themselves, and fanatical 
against religion ; clemeney is usually found to accompany 
power; but the Spanish liberals have all the ferocity of 
weakness and vacillation. The sacredness of life, liberty, 
and property, is equally disregarded by them. If they let the 
tongues of the mulutude wag more freely than betore, still 
it is only after one fashion. [t was the liberals of Spain 
who first began the slaughter of prisoners in cold blood, and 
in the name of civilization; it was they who first denied to 
the gentler sex its immunities.’’ 

He sums up in these words: 


* The beauty of a Government is not wholly intrinsic. Tt 
consists of its adaptability io the peculiar condition, habits, 
and manners of the people who live underit. Our form of 
Goverument is beautitul, not merely in itself, but because 
it has strong foundauons in our national character, in the 
love of order and sense of probity bequeathed to us by our 


British ancesvors, in the condition of property, in the hab- || 
its of self goverumenut, as old as the era of our origin as || 


colonies, and in universal intelligence, fostering and fos 

tered by the system under which we live. The same Govy- 
ernment, excellent and beautiful, as it is admitted to be, | 
without other modification than occurred in translating the 
document which embodied its precepts from one language 
into another, has been adopted by Mexico and other Span 

ish American States, prematurely severed by revolution 
from their parent state? What have been the consequen- 
ces? Have hey been order, security of life and property, 
the supremacy of the law, the rapid development of the 
national resources?) Notatall. They have been anarchy 
one day, followed by military despotism the next, and an 

archy and military despotism again, uniil the world has 
ceased to be attentive to the oft-repeated intelligence of 
wars and revolutions. And so it would be with Spain, with 
a form of government borrowed trom Eugland.” 

So it would be with Cuba, with a form of govern- | 
ment borrowed from this country. The difficulty 
with Mexico and the nations of South America, | 
who have tried this experiment, has been in the 
character of the race. | doubt whether the race is 
capable of self-government. You see what Mr. 
Clay thought of the power of those Governments 
in the first instance. He thought Colombia and 
Mexico were so powerful that we should make a | 
treaty with them toguaranty Cuba toSpainagainst | 
allthe world. Now they make a new government 
in Mexico as often as thle Democratic party in this | 
country makes a new platform. A new constitu- | 
tion is made there quite as frequently. Suppose | 
you attempt to establish a republican government 
in Cuba: what will be the result? Both the Sen- 
ators from Louisiana and others seem to think 
you have only to carry our institutions there, and 
then you will have a republican form of govern- 
ment at once. I say to you you will find it neces- | 
sary to enforce it; you will find it necessary to 
guaranty and defend it, and it will require all the 
efforts of your Government to do it. You never | 
can establish it in spirit, though you may do it in 





‘name. I do not think it best for us to force | 


| principle. 
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deep-seated corruption at the foundation of | 


| your attempts to establish republicanism 
_ that way you ma 


n of all 
, and in 
throw disgrace over the very 
4 ’ tt hat 
people, in their present condition, to come under 
our form of government. It would be no blessin, 
to them, and certainly would be none toys > 


But, sir, there is another consideration arising 
5 


out of the enormous expense proposed. I dono, 
speak now of the $150,000,000, or more, to |, 


paid for the island; because that would be a small 
proportion of the ultimate expense. But SUPPose 
it cost that sum: there is the interest on that 
| money; then, there is the expense of SuStainine 
/and establishing a government in Cuba, Tj, 
Spaniards find it necessary to keep twenty-five as 
thirty thousand troops there for same purpose 
| It certainly is not to prevent the slave trade, | 
doubt very much whether it is entirely to keep 
down the creoles. I am afraid that it is to kee, 
' down the blacks. There are some three or four 
hundred thousand free blacks there to-day; and | 
am apprehensive that, if the troops were removed 
you would find repeated the scenes which hay, 
been described by the Senator from Florida this 
morning. But, suppose we could get along with 
ten thousand troops: if they should cost us as 
much as our troops inthis country do—and prob. 
ably they would cost quite as much, if not more 
—there would be an expense of $10,000,000 » 
year. That, added to your other expenses, woud 
make over twenty million dollars a year. If you 
follow this measure out, in all its ramifications, 
you will find that the expenses of the Government 
will be increased in every imaginable degree, 
| When I say this, I do notspeak merely of the bare 
expenditure of the money. Thatisan evil, butis 
comparatively a small consideration. You cannot 
pay out large sums of money from the Govern- 
ment without producing deep-seated corruption, 
That is the greatdanger. You destroy, subvert, 
the whole character of your republican institu- 
tions. There is no Senator here who does not 
know perfectly well that every public and private 
vice follows in the train of prodigality. lam sur- 
| prised when I see southern gentlemen, who are 
| the advocates of economy, not for the bare sake 


|| of money-saving, but because they wish to pre- 


| serve our Government in its original purity; Sen- 
ators who claim to have somewhat of the feeling 
of the Madisonian era, of the Jeffersonian era, 
and even of the Washingtonian era, now willing 
to submit this Government to the trial of sucha 
vast increase of its patronage and its expenditure. 
If there is anything from which we have cause to 
fear, it is from the vastly-increasing amount of 
| the patronage and expenditure of the General 
Government. In extending our limits at home 
within the two oceans, we must necessarily ex- 
tend these expenses; but, when we go abroad to 
take in a foreign country, of different habits and 
| different races, and attempt to force on them re- 
| publican institutions, we cannot but cause a vastly 
increased expenditure; and the consequences 
which I have named will most certainly follow. 
It is said that the people of the North ought to 
be in favor of the acquisition of Cuba, and the 
people of New England particularly, because 1! 
will extend their trade. 1 have to say for the 
people of my own State, that while they are de- 
sirous, so far as can properly be done, of extend: 
ing all those advantages, they wish to reap no 
advantage by the extension of their trade at the 
expense of the true principles of this Gover0- 
ment. They claim to be no more patriotic thao 
other States, but I do not think they can be i0- 
fluenced by this argument that their trade is ‘0 


|| be extended, and that they ought, therefore, to 


consent to a proposition which violates the prin- 
ciples of our Government. They claim only to 
walk with equal steps, with other States, in the 
path of patriotism, but they do not desire to ad- 
vance their material interests at the expense of 
If they had any such desire, | think 
they might possibly do well to inquire, if they 
ae atit merely in respect to the material advant- 
age to be gained, whether they will receive any 
very great advantage by bringing into this Union 
four Senators and eight Representatives at least, 
who will be, by position and by connection, op- 
posed to ail their dearest interests? 1 think they 





form. The bribery and corruption that prevail 
there now will prevail in their elections. You will 
have worse than violent revolutions, you will have 


might very well consider that, if they were 
regard the mere question of advantage. 
he Senator from Florida closed his remarks 
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by denying that it was or should be one of the | 
great objects of our pursuit here to adorn and cul- | 
tivate what we have; that we ought, instead of that, | 
to devote ourselves to pursuing some further ac- 
yisitions. | confess that 1 cannot agree with him 
in this sentiment. It is not long since we were 
told that we were to have an ocean-bound Repub-_ 
lic; that we were to extend from ocean to ocean; 
and the Senator from Illinois claimed to be the 
father of that doctrine, but it was originated many 
years before hisday. The Romans had the same 
sentiment, ‘*Tnperium oceano famam qui terminet 
astris;’’ Which, if 1 were freely to translate it, so | 
as to avoid a translation by my friend from New 
Hampshire, (Mr. Have,) might be supposed to 
mean ‘our empire is bounded by the ocean, our | 
glory by the stars’’—and stripes added. Now you 
propose to go beyond this; to leave the idea of an | 
ocean-vound Republic, and go in search of for- | 
eign nations to be annexed to our own—and for | 
what purpose? I have already indicated what 
seemed to me to be the great object, as stated by 
the Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Bensamiy.] | 
I have stated somewhat at length some of the | 
objections which I have to the proposition to place 
¢30,000,000 in the hands of the President by |, 
this bill. All of them seem to me important; but | 
I will not conceal from you that the reason offered || 
by the Senator from Louisiana for the present || 
acquisition of Cuba, namely, the perpetuation || 
there of African slavery, is to me the most ample |) 
reason for its rejection. I have no desire, and J | 
believe the people I represent have no desire, to | 
interfere with the institutions of the States of this || 
Union. ‘They will yield to them all their rights | 
under the Constitution. But when youask them, || 
in addition to this, notonly toextend slavery into | 
free territory, but to go beyond, and annex to this | 
Union foreign nations and foreign people, for the 
purpose of perpetuating compulsory labor, they || 
object most emphatically. 
o youask why we are unwilling to extend sla- || 
very, toadd more slave States to this Union? Not || 
because we desire to gain, or to keep political || 
power. Itis fora higher and nobler reason. Sla- || 
very, Wherever it exists, must, necessarily, dis- || 
grace and degrade free labor. The opinions ex- 


peer at the last session of Congress by an |¢in brass and iron, was deemed worthy to be re- 


onorable Senator from South Carolina, on this 
floor, and by other Senators on other occasions, | 
though severely animadverted upon at the time, || 
are the logical result of the system of slave labor 
which prevails in our southern States; and which || 
the Senator from Louisiana proposes by this bill | 
to perpetuate in Cuba. They are the legitimate 
consequence of a policy permitting the existence || 
of a servile class in a community, subjected to || 
the actual ownership of those for whom they || 
labor. In other words, a policy which permits || 
capital to own the labor it employs, necessarily de- | 
grades all similar labor in which freemen may be | 
occupied. It is impossible for any manual labor | 
to be considered honorable, while itis almost ex- || 
clusively performed by slaves, and is thereby 
made a badge of slavery. This, sir, is one of the || 
strongest objections existing in the minds of the 
people of the North to the extension of slavery | 
into the Territories now free. The humanitarian 
objection has great weight with many, and, so || 
far as it can be shown, that the condition of the | 
slave will be rendered more intolerable by the | 
extension of slavery, that objection alone would | 
be sufficient. But aside from this, leaving out of 
view all considerations of humanity or justice, it 
18 a Sufficient objection to the introduction of sla- 
very into any Territory, and to the introduction | 
into our system of any foreign slaveholding State; | 
that free labor is degraded by contact with sla- || 
very. It is in that point of view that ] now wish 
to consider it. What is free labor in a commu- 
nity where slavery does not exist, and what is || 
the same labor in a slaveholding State? Look | 
at the condition of free labor in my own State, | 
and the estimation in which it is there held. The | 
population of that ancient commonwealth has 
not doubled in the eighty-three years which have | 
ger since the Declaration of Independence. 

et, if the vast multitude of her industrious sons 
and daughters whom she has given to populate | 
and build up and enrich other States had remained 
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| were menial laborers. 


| of Achilles. 


l 


those younger sisters, lowa, Wisconsin, Minne- | 
sota, and Oregon, with Kansas, soon, I trust, to | 
be a State, all count among their best citizens em- 
igrants and the descendants of emigrants from | 
Connecticut. The immense region occupied by | 
those States has been made what it has now be- | 
come by the labor, the free, voluntary, compen- | 
sated labor, of men who have carried with them 
the principles of the early settlers of New Eng- 
land, and their habits of unremitting industry. 
In no other way could that wilderness have been 
subdued, and made to blossom as the rose. The 
sentiments of our people have thus been scattered 


| like seed; literally disseminated far and wide, 
| throughout the western States; and there they | 


have taken root, and are flourishing in their ma- 
tured growth. What is feltthere, with regard to | 
the character of free labor, is only the transplanted 
sentiment of the State from which they received 
so large a proportion of their population. 

Now, sir, to say that the people of New Eng- 
land, and their descendants in the West, have | 
always looked upon labor as honorable, is but | 
feebly to express their sentiments. They consider 
idleness disgraceful. They know that to be idle 
is to be vicious. They know how this earth was 
designed by its maker to be subdued and culti- 
vated by human hands—whose labor should be 
guided by a free human intellect. The vulgar, 
unphilosophical idea, that human labor, in what- 
ever useful occupation it may be employed, is 
dishonorable, has no place among their opinions. 
With them, ‘* work is worship.”? This senti- 
ment, sir, was at the foundation of their institu- 
tions. The idea of the dishonorable grade of man- | 
ual labor—as compared with such occupations gs 
war, hunting, marauding, and the lke—came 
from the subjection of a class,in the ages when | 
the masses of mankind were subjected, by con- 
quest, to the rule of the few. The monarch and 
his companions were the masters; their subjects 
Useful labor was, there- 
fore, considered degrading. Yet this was not the 
result of education, or refinement, or high cul- 
ture. On the contrary,*n all ages, the most culti- 
vated and refined nations have most respected 
labor. The name of the man who first wrought 


corded in Holy Writ. The son of Jupiter is de- 
scribed by the Greek poets, toiling at the anvil, 
and forging the shield of Hercules, and the armor 
Not to the intellects of those early 
days—unsurpassed even yet In exquisite taste 
and lofty sentiment—who looked on life and its 
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duties with the unclouded eyes of an age not yet | 
corrupted by the accumulated follies and vices of 
thousands of years of progress, could any such 
idea present itself, as that the labor of the human 
hand, in any useful occupation, is dishonorable. 
That notion was reserved for a later time; and 
had its origin, as it has and must have its sup- 

ort and advocacy, in a system of slavery. It is 
idle, therefore, to denounce those who, on this 


| floor and elsewhere, have stigmatized manual la- 


borers and operatives as slaves, however indig- 
nant we may justly be. The idea is not theirs; 
it is the ideg of their system. Negro slavery does, 
in truth, not only enslave the African race, but, 
in every community where it exists, it also in- 
cludes, in the chains of its bondage, the labor of 
the white man. For him I now speak. Let those 
Senators who consider what they call hireling 
labor degrading, visit the North, and a new vis- 
ion will greet their eyes; intelligent, free-labor, 
with its ample reward#its happy firesides—the 
homes of education and refinement; its hours of 
leisure, fur the studies which fit freemen for their 
political duties; its means of educating the chil- 


| dren, who, while the father bends in cheerful toil 
| over the plow, the bench, or the anvil, are laying 


the foundations of that learning, which is prepar- 


ing them to become your authors, your invent- | 


ors, your teachers, your Governors, your Sen- 

ators, and the Presidents of your Republic. 
Such are the people, and such is free-labor, 

where slavery isunknown. Now, sir, what would 


| 

| 

; 

be the same people, and what their labor,in a | ' 

| great extent, by the white population. There 1s 
| 


slaveholding State ? 
We, sir, object to the extension of slavery into 
any free territory. Southern men can see no rea- 
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opposition to the intreduction of foreign slave 
States into our Union, and to the extension of sla- 
very over territory now free. We do not need 
them to instruct us that where slavery exists free 
labor is degraded, and dethroned from its natural, 
rightful position. Where a mechanic can be 
bought in the market overt, mechanics will rank 
as chattels, and will not be very likely to be 
selected to govern the State. 

Mr. REID. I understand the Senator from 
Connecticut to take the position that slave labor 
degrades free labor in the States where slavery 
exists. 

Mr. DIXON. 
position. 

Mr. REID. The Senator from Connecticut 
has certainly given to me a piece of information 
that I did not expect to hear, for, so far as my 
observation extends in a State where slavery ex - 
ists, itis notso regarded there; and I should think 
people of the region of the country where slavery 
exists, would have a better opportunity of judg- 
ing of that fact than gentlemen who reside where 
slavery does not exist. 

Mr. DIXON. I founded my remarks mainly 
on the opinions which have been expressed on 
this floor and elsewhere by southern Senators, 
in regard to the labor of operatives and what they 
call hireling laborers at the North. They have 
been denounced in more than one place, not to 
speak of the debates on this floor, as virtually 
slaves. I have seen that in more than one speech 
delivered at the South, from which, if | had time, 
I might quote. Although this excites indignation 
in the minds of the people of the North, it is the 

| legitimate result and consequence of the institu- 
tions of the South. 

M#. REID. If the Senator will permit me, I 
will state that I have never heard any Senator 
from a slave State admit the fact, that where 

slavery existed free labor was degraded. That is 
/ new to me. I maintain that where slavery exists, 
| free labor, so far from being degeaded, is elevated. 
The kind of labor which is imposed on white men 
in the free States is imposed upon slaves in the 
| South; and therefore in the slave States free labor, 
instead of being degraded, is in fact elevated. 

Mr. DIXON. It may be that certain higher 
classes of labor not performed by slaves, which re- 
quire more intelligence and more ingenuity, may 
be toa certain extent respected in that community; 
but I say, that where lubor for the most part is 
performed if slaves, the legitimate logical result 
| is that free labor will be held in the estimation 
in which the Senator from South Carolina stated 
| at the last session, that he held it. 1 doubt very 
; much whether the Senator from North Carolina 
would deny my assertion, that where mechanics 
are advertised for sale; where you can buy ame- 
| chanic in the market overt, mechanics will not be 
held to bea subject and degraded class. Suppose 
you were to advertise a physician, a lawyer, ora 
| minister, to be sold at the block, as you advertise 
a faithful, honest, industrious, intelligent me- 
chanic, will the Senator say that the result, the 
tendency of that, would-not be to degrade those 
professions? If a single instance would not do 
it, suppose it was the habit, the custom, the law, 
in any State, that lawyers and ministers and phy- 
| sicians should be held as property, and sold as 
| personal chattels, I think, then, lawyers and min- 
isters and physicians in that State would rank as 
| chattels. 

Mr. REID. If the Senator will permit me, I 
will state to him that the mechanics of the slave 
States stand as high as the mechanics in any other 
part of the world. The mechanic who buys a 
| negro slave, or who teaches him a trade, works 
with him day by day, and does not feel himself 
degraded. ‘lhe master of a slave goes into the 
field and works by his side day by day, and does 
not feel himself degraded. There is no degrada- 
tion; but there is an elevation. When there are 
low, menial services, that white men never were 
intended to perform in a free country, they are 


Certainly I do; that is my 





| performed by the slave race. Such duties, in the 
| non-slaveholding States, are performed, to a very 


| no point of view in which the subject can be con- 
sidéred whereby the white man can be degraded 


within her borders, her soil could scarcely have || son for this, but a desire to invade and violate || by the institution of slavery. 


sustained them. Every State in the great West | 
Owes her a debt of gratitude for the people she has 
supplied them. Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, and | 





the rights of the South. It seems to them ag- 
Saget Sir, their own philosophy ought to 
urnish them with a satisfactory reason for our 


Mr. DIXON. | am very glad to hear that, in 
the State of North Carolina, free labor is some- 
| what respected. I think it is very likely that it 
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is More respected there than in some other States 
where slavery is of amore malignant type. Butl 
deny utierly—it is not true; every man whoknows 
anything avout it knows it 1s not true; it cannot 
be true—that free, intelligent labor stands on its 
rightful position, and occupies 1ts true, natural 
ground in a State where capital owns labor. As 
a general rule, | pronounce it entirely impossible. 
It needs no argument, a bare statement of the 
fact is enough; and that is weil understood by 
the free people of the North. They know per- 
fectly well what the effect of this system must be. 

Can you wonder, then, that our laborers, who 
are joint owners with you of our Territories, will 
not consent to their being subjected to slavery ? 
Their free labor is their wealth, in exchange for 
which they intend to transfer some considerable 
portion of that territory to themselves. But what 
do you demand? That capital should there, as in 
your own slave-holding States,own labor. Can 
you expect labor to agree to that? | beg leave to 
say that the free labor of the North is proverbi- 
aily intelligent. L incline to think that nowhere, 
on the face of this earth, can be founda more in- 
telligent race, than the free laboring men of the 
North. ‘They know, very well, what must be 
the eflect upon them of asystem of law by which 
capital shall be made the owner of labor. They 
know that the views to which | have alluded are 
the necessary result, the logical consequence of 
the long-continued existence of slavery in the 
States represe nted by those who « ntertain them. 
‘They know that labor must, in all slave States, 
lose its ennobling, its divine character, and that 
in the perverted estimation of men, whose judg- 
ment is clouded by a false system of education, 
the cunning work of that most wonderful instru- 
ment, the human hand—the marvelous inv@ntion 
of a Divine artisan—will be 
grad d. Therefore, i 


and de- 
is that never, by their con- 
sent, never if they can by any lawful means pre- 
vent it; never through fear of any personal or 
any political cogsequences, will their free, intel- 
ligent labor be subjected, in the Territories of this 
Government, to a degrading competition with the 


despise (dl 


labor of African slaves; nor, sir, will they ever 
consent that their treasure shall be « xpended in 
a forced purchase from an unwilling nation of 
slave t rritory, for the avowed purpose of perpet- 
uating therein compulsory labor. 

Mr. BELL. ‘There is not time enouch to take 
anything like an extended view upon this subject, 
which I shall not do for that reason. Y 
barrassiig on another account. 


lt is em- 
If it did not in- 
terfere with my course of argument, and would 
not occupy more time than l propose to occupy 
to-day, 1 should like to reply to some of the ar- 
ruments of the honorable Senator from Conneec- 
tieut, (Mr. Dixon,] parucularly on the subject of 
the eflect.of slave labor in the South producing 
the sary effect, as | understand his areu- 
ment, of degrading free white labor, rendering it 

or not reputabie; but 
that to others. 

Extraordinary as this proposition is, Mr. Pres- 
ident, if at had found we Wway-into the Senate by 
the consent of the body, in courtesy to the dis- 
tinguished author of it—distinguished by ability 
and sagacity—I should not, at this period of the 
session and of the debate, have been disposed to 
enter into the que suion to any extent, on my part; 
but this preposition comes before us under very 
different and more 


neces 


dishonorable I shall leave 


imposing auspices, however 
respectable they might have been when presented 
by an individual, ‘They are presented to us, and 
recommended to our notice and favorable accept- 
ance, by all the force and persuasion that the 
recommendation of the President of the United 
States and the sanction of the Commitiee on For- 
eign Relations can give to it; and from what I 
have understood as to what has taken place out 
of the Senate upon this subject—a fact of more 
significance than the recommendation of the Pres- 
ident and the sanction of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations—it has had the countenance and 
support, from the time it was presented to this 
body, of the authoritative counsel of the dominant 
political party in the Senate and in the country. 
‘Though it may not pass the present Congress— 
and-l do not know that it is expected to pass—l 
see enough to satisfy me that this measure, to- 
gether with the kindred measures recommended 
by the President of the United States, are to form 


the staple of political controversy and agitation | more substantial than a mere vote of confidence 
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for the next four years; that they are thus reg- 
ularly installed the legitimate successors of those | 
issues which have convulsed the country for the 
four years that have just passed. This of itself | 
is sufficient to attract serious attention and notice. 
This measure, remarkable as it is in itself, both 
from the amount of money which is proposed to 
be placed at the discretion of the President, and | 
the time at which it is presented, the financial and | 
other circumstances in the condition of the coun- 
try being considered, it strikes my mind as chal- 
lenging more especial wonder and amazement by 
the boldness, the apparent sincerity and confi- 
dence, with which criticism and scrutiny into its 
motives and objects are defied, and the principles 
and policy upon which it ts attempted to be sus- 
tained and vindicated. Here is a proposition to 
vote $30,000,000, to &e used by the President at 
his discretion, in effecting a treaty with the Crown 
of Spain for the acquisition of the Island of Cuba. 
If this was an amount of money to be appropri- 
ated in any case, or for any object, | would say 
that, had it been presented under circumstances, 
and in view of probable contingencies which might | 
exist, | would not regard itas disproportionate to 
what many consider the magnitude and value of 
the interests to be attained by it; but coming asit 
does, in my judgment, unsupported by any prob- 
able contingency, or exigency, likely to arise be- | 
tween this country and Spain; unaccompanied by 
any circumstances to demonstrate its propriety | 
and fitness, | must confess, with great deference | 
to the honorable Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. | 
Siipew.,]| that if [ did not know that he never 
brings forward a measure without some higher | 
object than that which | am about to state, that, | 
presented naked and defenseless of those circum- | 
stances which only could justify it, it wears the 
aspect of an experiment to test the extent to which 
the public credulity and the loyalty of partisan | 
followers could be successfully practiced upon. I 
do not say that that is so. 


Questions of this sort have sometimes been | 
presented in the British*Parliament to test the 
strength of the ministry of the Crown. I have 
known propositions somewhat analagous to this 
to be presented in this country in bygone times,s 
asking of Congress the vote of a sum of money 
much larger than any conviction in the minds of 
those who moved it, of the necessity of such a | 
vote founded on any view of public necessity; but 
1 must say, that if this vote is required or ex- 
pected to test the confidence of the Congress of 
the United States in the present Chief Magis- 
trate, it seems to me his friends are to be taxed 
to an immeasurable and unreasonable extent. 
‘The vote of $30,000,000 for that, or any other ob- 
ject, would imply such a total forgetfulness and 
abandonmentof the jealous principles upon which | 
this Government was founded, that | venture to 
say, but few who take a full and rational view of 
the subject will be disposed to agree to it. Thirty | 
million dollars! It would give to the President 
of the United States the control of the Army and 
Navy for two years, with the present small esti- 
mates, taking the amount of the regylar annual 
appropriation. Three years of the control of the 
Army and Navy is as much as any despot or any 
traitor to the liberties of his country would ask. | 
Itis a dangerous experiment. What is experi- | 
ment to-day, would inevitably, in time, become | 
the established practice. Although Mr. Buchanan | 
might be trusted safely with the arrangement of | 
this fund, long before o@ empire shall have ex- | 
tended throughout the tropics, as some gentle- | 
man said it was our policy to extend it, some suc- | 
cessor to Mr. Buchanan may be found, whose am- | 
bition is not regulated by the calm, temperate | 
passions of our present Chief Magistrate. Even 
if that other measure, twin born to this, from the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations, be adopted, 
which proposes to arm the President of the Uni- 
ted States with the power to redress all the wrongs | 
committed upon American citizens within the 
States of Mexico and Central America, imply- | 
ing substantially a surrender of the war-making | 
power, should pass, I do not know that I would | 
answer for the perfect fidelity even of the present 
Chief Magistrate, in the disposition which he | 
would make of this vast fund. 

But, sir, dismissing these views for the present, 
and assuming that some other motive or object 








I believe it is not the | 
object of the honorable Senator from Louisiana. | 
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in the President is intended, I proceed to ed 
ine, briefly as I can, what may be the other a 
tives and the objects which lie at the bottom if 
this movement. I need not state to the Sines 
what is the character and condition of the Isla d 
of Cuba. I need not point out its advantages. 
nor shall I advert to the unhappy condition of it 
in any degree, nor in any detail which gentlemen 
have pointed out in reference either to its political 
or social organization. It is an island which hi 
two or three hundred years, from its Position, its 
climate, its unsurpassed fertility, its capacity “ 
furnish the most valuable, the richest, and mog: 
desirable products of the tropics, and its cq a 
cious harbors, could not have escaped the atten. 
tion of the great commercial nations of the world: 
nor has it escaped their attention. Itis an island 
which a great maritime and commercial Power 
might well covet at any time. The committee 
who made this report might have Spared also 
any elaborate argument to show that this island 
might become of great importance to the United 
States; that the question of what Power shalj 
possess it ultimately might become one of indjs- 
pensable interest and regard on the part of the 
United States to the development of its own re- 
sources and its own power. From the moment 
of the acquisition of the territory of Louisiana, 
from the first dawning of the population of the 
States that are now spread over the great central 
valley of this continent, this has been the popu- 
lar estimate of the advantages of that island, geo- 
graphically situated so as to control in a great 
degree the vast commerce that passes through the 
waters of that inland sea, the Gulf of Mexico. 
Nor have foreign nations been blind to the acces. 
sion of strength and security that it might bring 
to the United States in process of time; but it has 
so happened that, just in proportion to the mag- 
nitude of the interests involved in the possession 
of that island, and in the question who is to pos- 
sess it, or may possess it, have the obstacles to 
the acquisition of it by the United States been in- 
creased and multiplied. Weare supposed to have 
great interests at stake in the acquisition of Cuba. 
Other commercial nations, particularly the great 
maritime Powers of Europe, our rivals in the 
great contest for the control of the commerce of 
the world not yet decided, are apt to suppose 
their interests to be nearly, if not of equal, mag- 
nitude in preventing us trom acquiring the pos- 
session of that island, and have shaped their 
course accordingly. 

Sir, from the first moment that Spain was shorn 
of the large portion of her power as a nation, by 
the revolt of her provinces on this continent, the 
true policy of this country, as I understand it and 
believe it to be, or to have been, with a view to 
the ultimate acquisition of Cuba, was to cultivate 
the most friendly and cordial relations with Spain, 
not insidiously, but in good falth; giving her as- 
surance of our maintenance of her dominion, and 
our protection in the enjoyment of it, over that 
little remnant of her once great American empire. 
By such a course of policy, long pursued, the 
United States might have expected to enjoya be- 
neficent influence over the councils of Spain, lead- 
ing them gradually into the secret of the preser- 
vation of colonies by conciliating the inhabitants, 
by the introduction of a more enlightened system 
of government; conciliating the creole population 
by allowing them rights of government, by put- 
ting them upon an equal footing with the native 
born subjects of Spain; by encouraging the devel- 
opment of their agricultural and industrial pur- 
suits; and lessening the burden upon commerce. 
This would have been a policy worthy of a great 
Republic, and many advantages would have fol- 
lowed in its train to the United States. We should 
have been able, at all times, successfully to com- 
bat and counteract the hostile and mischievous 
policy of our rivals across the Atlantic, and we 
should have enlarged our trade and commerce 
with Cuba. 

In truth, Mr. President, by such a course of 
policy as that, we should have derived and enjoyed 
all the substantial advantages of the actual pos- 
session of the island, without the burden of de- 
fense or protection, except only the strategic po- 
sition; and, in the extremity of war, when the law 

_ of self-preservation might dictate to us the neces- 





|| sity of acquiring that, it would have been easily 


within our control, perhaps with the consent of 
‘our friendly neighbor; and, in time, in the vici8- 
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<iudes and changes in the fortunes of that king- 
jom, and the States of Euro pe generally, when 
che had found herself in a condition that she could 
«ell, and probably with profit, a large part of the 
eovereignty of the island, it would have fallen nat- 
yrally into the hands of those who had been her 
jes and supporters for half a century and more. 
We should have gained the coveted prize; the 
ripe fruit would have fallen into the lap which, it 
-- said, nature had provided for it, without noise 
end without commetion. 
This was the policy, as I understand it, of the 
wisest and most eminent statesmen of this coun- 
try, who, for a long time, directed its affairs. I 
need not refer to any other evidence of this than 
1 recur to the testimonies furnished by this re- 
port, and the extracts from official and private cor- 
respondence, and other papers to be found in the 
report which the Committee on Foreign Relations 
has presented tous. In truth, from the date of the 
treaty of Louisiana, by which Louisiana was ac- 
quired, there has been a perfect accord, until a late 
day, in the opinions of all the most eminent men 
who have written or spoken on this subject, as to 
our true policy. Allagreed in the main and essential 
points W hich constitute the basis ofa sound policy. 
Allagreed, for example, that, in time, it might be- 
come an indispensable acquisition to the develop- 
ment of the resources and power of this country. 
All agreed that it should be a point of policy never 
tobe neglected, that no other Power orsovereignty 
should be established over the island, except that 
of Spain. With these exceptions, ail agreed that, 
as long as itshould be the pleasure of the Spanish 
Crown to continue her dominion over the Island 
of Cuba, without any changes in the condition of 
it which would render it necessary to the interests | 
of the neighboring States of the Union, it was 
neither expedient, politic, nor just, to disturb the 
rule of Spain. When you come to examine what 
they have said and written upon this subject, all 
of them rather felt and expressed the imminent 
and destructivg nature of any armed interference 
to the prospective value and importance of that 
island to the United States. It was the just ap- 
preciation of the difficulties and embarrassments 
arising from these considerations which environed 
the whole subject that caused the eminent men, 
who, for so long a time, had the direction of the 
policy of this Government to regard our relations 
with Spain as of the most delicate character. 
Pursuing, regularly and steadily, moderation and 
forbearance in their counsels, and seeing what 
would be the consequence of a forcible wresting 
of that island from the Government of Spain, even 
ina just and necessary war, they were disposed 
to take from Spain, not aggressions or intended 
insults, but what were called unjustifiable inter- 
ferences with the rights of ourcommerce, and of 
our vessels engaged in trade there, being to her 
faults alwaysa little blind. ‘hat was their policy. 
But, Mr. President, the times are changed— 
greatly changed. New ideas of national progress, 
new theories of national strength and national 
glory, have sprung up. A new order of states- 
men, more spirited and adventurous, if you please, 
has risen up, seized the reins of the chariot of 
State, and direct, or seem determined to direct, its 
course. I willask your attention for a few mo- 
ments to the progress of this sentiment. ‘The 
immediate proximity in population, the same idea 
of the necessity of preserving some equilibrium 
between the northern and southern States, led to 
the acquisition of Texas in 13845. As some con- 
cession to the North, as a means of sustaining 
the position of those northern men who had sup- 
ported the policy of the annexation of Texas, and 
possibly, from some impression of the expediency 
of some bold and dashing stroke of policy to rally 
the discontents of his followers, soon after the 
principal offices of the Government had been dis- 
tributed, in the first year of his administration, 
Mr. Polk gave notice of his purpose to determine 
the convention under which British subjects had 
been allowed to occupy the country south of lat- 
itude 549 40’—I believe it was—and of opening 
that fine region to the settlement of American cit- 
zens. He took his position upon that parallel 
of latitude, and he said he would not recede from 
it. It was said at the time that he was prepared 
to go to war for it. There was some little war- | 
fever getting up in the country, some little stir of 
war; but upon its being well ascertained that there 
was an active movement taking place in the Brit- | 
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| disappointed. 


| rity for the future.’ 


ish dock-yards at home, the Administration, in 
retreating upon the forty-ninth parallel, was sup- 
posed not to have gotten out of the dilemma in 
which they had rashly placed themselves with 
overmuch honor. The war spirits were greatly 
Some of them were indignant. 
Something was now necessary to be done. War, 


| which before was merely expedient, was now a 
| matter of absolute necessity. 
| resource; and Mr. Polk fell upon Mexico with a 


There was but one 


fury increased by a sense of his mortifying retreat 
from his encounter with British pride and obsti- 
nacy. 

Soon after that war was entered upon, it was 
announced to the public that it would not be con- 
cluded without *‘ indemnity for the past, and secu- 
> All the country understood 
then that a further acquisition of territory was to 
be made. To vindicate the Administration against 
the attacks which were made upon it by the organs 
of the Whig sentiment, the Whig journals, and 
Whig speakers, all. the public journals of the 


country in the interest of the Administration were || 


filled with spirited, well-written appeals to the 
national pride, and to the popular feelings and 
sympathies, scorning the idea that the energy and 
spirit of enterprise of the people of this country 


| were to be confined within narrow limits, or the 


limits, whether narrow or otherwise, to which they 
were then restricted; proclaiming the sentiment 


| that it was the destiny, the mission, of this Re- 





public, and particularly—I quote the language by 
memory—that it was the special mission of the 
Democracy of this country to expand the area of 
freedom, and to carry the benefits of our benefi- 
cent and glorious system of government to every 
neighboring State and nation; that it was our 
destiny, and we could not avoid itif we would; 
that this was an age of progress; and that all the 
aspiring youth of our country, or all public men 
generally who should refuse to go with the cur- 
rent, would be swept from public view by the 
violence of it, and sink to rise no more. 

Such was the effect—you must remember it 


well, sir—of these sentiments and doctrines an- |. 


nounced in a seemingly oracular manner, upon 


| the imaginations of the young, ambitious, and 


ardent men of the country, and even upon men 
who had long passed that period of life; such was 


the strength which the propagation of those sen- | 


timents and doctrines brought to the Administra- 
tion, that, encouraged thereby, and still further 


| emboldened by the eclat and the brilliant successes 


which attended our armsin the war with Mexico, 


it came to a pass that there were but forty-eight | 


| hours betweena Cabinet resolve to hold all Mex- 


ico, and the decision to accept the Trist treaty. | 
Such was the force of these sentiments of expan- 


sion as early as 1847 and 1848. 


It is not, therefore, surprising, Mr. President, | 


that the close of the Mexican war found a large 
portion of our population, especially in the South, 


| deeply imbued with the sentiments and passions 


which had taken root during its progress. ‘That 
was the commencement of what may be called the 
fillibustering era. This policy, however (if policy 
it may be called) gathered large strength, and en- 
listed in its support may gallant as well as intel- 
ligent men in the South. It was at this same era 
of 1849, or 1850 at all events, from causes which 
I shall not rehearse—it is not necessary that I 
should do so; they must be in the mind of every 
person within the hearing of my voice who has 
any knowledge of the state of affairs in this coun- 
try for the last ten years—that the idea of a great 
southern republic, long cherished by a few dis- 
tinguished individuals in the South, received its 
dangerous and threatening development. ‘The in- 


| fluence of these passions, the policy ofexpansion, 


the spirit of fillibustering, assisted by these grand 


| notions of the destiny of this country, became so 


powerful that they could not be safely disregarded 
in the political contests of the day. On the coa- 


| trary, it became necessary to court and propitiate 


them. 

Walker, with all his errors and his faults, his 
imputed crimes, if you please, was but the type 
of a large class in this country, a representative 
man of all the eager and impatient advocates of 
expansion; and he was a victim to his faith in 
their power. To forward his views, he calculated 
at least upon the connivance of this Government 
through their influence; but he was misled or de- 


ceived. The terrible catastrophe of the expedi- | 
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tion of Lopez, at an antecedent day, may be 
traced to the same cause—an over-estimate of the 
strength of the sentiment which had grown up 
in the country, which was sufficient to prevent 
theexecution of the law in some districts. Though 
it had the power to paralyze partially, yet it was 
not powerful enough to arrest altogether the in- 
tervention of the Government. Let no one sup- 
pose I am touching upon questions irrelevant and 
foreign to the question now under debate. It is 
of the very gist of the matter. 

Passing over other consequences of the prev- 
alence of this passion for expansion, and the 
spirit of fillibusterism engendered by it, let us see 
what effect it has had upon our relations with the 
Government of Spain. For nearly fifty years, 
Spain was aware that it was the cherished policy 
of this Government, atsome period, ultimately to 
acquire the possession of Cuba; and though she 
was frequently threatened and alarmed by the 
revolutionary spirit that prevailed in the island, 
she rested in repose and in security as to any at- 
tempts by this Government to disturb her rule, 


| under these solemn and oft-repeated assurances, 


that it was not the policy of this Government to 

give her any disturbance, unless she proceeded to 

change the condition of her population. Even the 

bad influence which the expedition of Lopez had 

upon her public councils might have been repaired. 

Even the fact that she was supposed, or did, per- 
haps, seek or accept the voluntary offer of the 
aid and assistance of France and England in main- 
taining the possession of the island, atthat period, 
did not necessarily imply a forfeiture of her con- 
fidence in the good faith of the United States; far 
from it; because the return by the Government 
of Spain of those surviving companions of the 
followers of Lopez, who were citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, clearly showed, and she might fairly, 
and probably did, impute the organization of hos- 
tile parties frequently within the jurisdiction of 
the United States, to the prevalence of a lawless 
spiritofadventure, which was too widely diffused 
and too strong to be opposed successfully by the 
Federal authorities. A vigorous Administration, 
wise counsels, and skillful diplomacy, could have 
restored the former status of the relations between 
the two countries; but this passion forexpansion, 
with the fillibustering spirit engendered and fos- 
tered by it, were too strong to leave the Govern- 
ment altogether free to pursue such a course as 
in their own judgment they would have preferred. 
‘These influences | presume it was, that drove the 
Government into a course of policy which could 
not but be destructive of the very object of this 


| spiritof expansion, so far as Cuba was concerned, 


or at least fatal to it foran indefinite period. All 
prudential considerations were thrown aside in 
the conduct of our intercourse and negotiations 
with Spain on the subject; but it was supposed 
that indiscretion—1l beg pardon for saying so— 


had culminated at the time of the publication of 


the Ostend-manifesto, announcing to the world 


that the time had come when the acquisition of 


Cuba could be no longer postponed; and failing 

to yield to negotiation thatthe object of self-pres- 
. ’ - rT " ‘ 

ervation, on the part of the United States, would 


| force us to wrest it by violence frém her control. 


But, sir, | must be permitted to say that this 
second manifesto, contained in the present report, 
upon which the bill now before the Senate was 
founded, which is an echo of the same spiritand 
the same substantial conclusions, at least, of the 
first, has, asa means toan end, if it be the object 
to acquire Cuba by negouation, not so much even 
to commend it as the first manifesto, published 
in 1855. Ifthe Ostend manifesto was calculated 
to incline the Government of Spain to resist the 
pretensions of the United States, and our purpose 
of a transfer of the island from her, and rather to 
seek the guarantee of the aid of France and Eng- 
land to proteet her in the possession of it; if that 
was the effect of the first manifesto, this sec- 
ond one is enforced with arguments calculated to 
be still more offensive. 
the President of the United States, and the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate of the 
United States, it can scarcely fail of uniting and 
cementing the most hostile factions in Spain in 
the unalterable purpose to make every sacrifice, 
incur every hazard, even that of making an une- 
qual war, rather than yield to the demands of this 
Government; and, finally, when the hour ap- 


| proached that they found they should have to 
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yield the possession to the superior power and re- 
sources of this Government, they would take care 
to yield ita blasted, black ruin. This was the 
natural, if not the unavoidable, consequence of this 
mode of conducting the negotiation. The last 
spring of the bayed and hunted tiger, even after 
the mortal dart has reached his vitals, is often 
most fatal to the pursuer. 

But, it is asked, why should this proposition 
be so deeply offensive to the people of Spain, or 
to the Government of Spain? Why should a sim- 
ple proposition to purchase a portion of her ter- 
ritory fora full equivalent, be considered offens- 
ive to any Power? Well, sir, there is no reason 
why it should have been offensive. There is no 
reason, that I know of, to suppose that it would 
have been offensive if the offer had been made 
with the observances and courtesies usually prac- 
ticed in negotiation between individual Powers 
for such a purpose. It was the violation of all 
those observances and courtesies which is calcu- 
lated to rendef the proposition offensive. The 
publication of the Ostend manifesto announced 
to all the world, not only our desire, but our de- 
termination, to have it; and this was emblazoned 
to the world without any necessity whatever; and 
now, again, this measure is presented, if possible, 
ina more offensive form than that manifesto, in- 
asmuch as it has the solemnity of presidential 
sanction, not any longer simply James Buchan- 
an’s name, Ministerto London, but James Buch- 
anan, President of the United States, and afurther 
indorsement by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate. 

No nation, no matter how fallen in its fortunes, 
as long as it maintains itself erect, and is recog- 
nized as one of the great family of nations, would 


be apt to listen to an overture for the purpose of 


a purchase of a portion of its territory, even when 
made in the confidence of diplomatic intercourse 
under the seal of secrecy; no nation would be apt 
to receive such a proposition with favor when it 
was prefaced by a studied reminder of its falling 
fortunes, of its straitened finances, of its decayed 
power, and that it would not long be able to main- 
tain its grasp over the object which ts the subject 
of negotiation, and had better take what was of- 
fered than to lose it without any compensation. 
Sir, the prince of the most petty Power in Europe 
would scorn the offer, when made by a public 
embassador or minister who had taken pains to 
expose to all his neighbors, and to the whole 
world, all the necessities of his treasury, his in- 
ternal dissensions, feebleness, and imbecility; and 
that he would soon have to release the possession 
of the object which was sought in negotiation. 
These are the circumstances attending this case. 

Mr. President, I think one of the greatest mis- 
takes that has been made in the proceeding was 
in the open demand for $30,000,000 to precede 
any new or further attempt at negotiation upon 
this subject. [tis all honorably meant, no doubt; 
but itis hable to great misinterpretation, It is 
unprecedented, too. Who ever before heard of 
a proposition openly made of such a sum, sur- 
rounded particularly with such circumstances as 
attend this case? Why, sir, when Mr. Jefferson 
wanted $2,000,000 to be appropriated to aid him 
in effecting a treaty for the purchase of Louisi- 
ana, and again for the purchase of Florida, the 
request was made by confidential messages to 
both Houses of Congress, and the subject was 
considered with closed doors; and, as far as I can 
trace the history of it, never disclosed to the pub- 
hic unt the object for which the appropriation 
was made was accomplished. The appropriation 
of $3,000,000, to be used in effecting a treaty with 
Mexico, was in the midst of a war; the Mexican 
Government was not represented at this Govern- 
ment; and it might er might not have any in- 
formation that such an appropriation had been 
made; but whether it had or not, this Govern- 
ment might be well justified in employing it in 
conciliating the most powerful of the factions of 
Mexico, and closing a war in which we had al- 
ready got as much glory as could reasonably be 
desired. 

‘Thus, I say, this proposition is unprecedented. 
The corruptest faction that ever existed in the 
most corrupt Government would be apt to recoil 
from a bribe, when openly tendered to them. If 
these be the natural consequences, as I assume 
them to be, the natural results of the mode in 
which this negouation has been conducted, which 


has been adopted since the year 1854, in the man- 
agement of our relations with Spain, | take the 
liberty of saying, (and | hope it will not be oftens- 
ive to any one,) it seems to me that nothing but 
a sort of infatuation could lead any one to sup- 
pose that success can follow such a heretofore 
unimagined, or rather, I should say, unimagina- 


i 
' 


ble, mode of conducting a negotiation for such a | 


purpose, 


The gentlemen who have participated | 


in it from 1854 to this time, both those who in- | 


itiated the councils at Ostend and those who have 
followed up the same subject here, are quite too 
intelligent, quite too able, quite too experienced, 
not to see, or rather not to have had from that 
moment—I am speaking of the moment from 
1854—any expectation that Cuba could ever be ac- 
quired by negotiation. ‘The same confidence that 
I have in the ability and intelligence of those gen- 
tlemen—lI say it with sincerity—has driven me 
to the conclusion that the Ostend council mani- 
festoas well as this proceeding, have been adopted 
under the perfect conviction that Cuba never 
could be acquired by negotiation; that if they left 
the acquisition to the slow progress of time and 
of further negotiation, it would have been post- 
poned indefinitely; and they believe it to be ex- 
pedient, in conformity with the supposed spirit 
and demands of public sentiment in this country, 


\o rouse its pride, if you please, the first effect of | 


a menace of war, and next, cotemporaneously to | 


use means to reconcile the country to actual war, 
should it be necessary for the acquisition of Cuba. 

If 1 had time, or could have strength, to view 
this subject as | should wish, 1 should like to re- 
fer to some passages in this report which confirm 
this conviction on my part. This report is an 
able and skillfully-drawn paper. Independently 
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be satisfied: there is no war intended now, Yoy 
do not hear of any improvement recommended 
to our military and naval establishments, All 
around us we hear of propositions to cut them 
down. There is no movement for the raising of 
revenue for war purposes. On the contrary 
various devices are resorted to and suggested fy; 
getting along without actual revenue in the Treas. 
ury, to be compensated and made up by the ys» 
of the credit of the Government. Therefore, | 
say, there will be no war now. It is not ex. 


_ pected or intended. 


But, although there may be no war intended or 
expected, this movement may answer various 
valuable purposes. The honorable Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. Sirper] has told us, as | under. 
stood him—I beg leave not to misrepresent him 
—that he did expect advantages to be derived 
from this movement to the President, to the Dem. 
ocratic party, aud to his country. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I did not say precisely that. 
but I did say, if such a result should follow from 
it as was supposed, it would not give me any 


| great distress, or surprise me. 


Mr. BELL. He meant that there would be 
advantages to his country and his party. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Certainly. 

_Mr. BELL, I meant to give a liberal construc. 
tion. 

Mr. President, I will not question, nor do | 
doubt, the patriotism of the honorable Senator jn 
making,these declarations; but I differ from him 
wholly as to the tendency of this measure, either 


| to acquire in any reasonable time, by negotiation, 
| the Island of Cuba, or to promote any one great 


public object besides. On the contrary, in my 


|| judgment, it not only tends to the indefinite post. 


of those paragraphs, or the suggestions contained | 


in them, which are merely taken from the Presi- 
dent’s message, there are sugggstive ideas in other 
parts of the report that confirm me in this convic- 
tion. IJ said it was a skillful and ably-drawn pa- 
per. It addresses itself directly to all the strong 
passions which give activity to the political and 
social movements of society and of government. 
It is addressed, too, to what is supposed to be the 
predominant and characteristic trait of our popu- 
lation—cupidity, or the lust of gain. It is not 
unfair todo so; notatall. Itappeals to the inter- 
ests of all the most widely-diffused branches of 
public industry It promises increased markets, 
increased activity to the commerce and navigation 
and manufactures of the North and East. It prom- 
ises a more extended and profitable field for the 
employment of the labor peculiar to the South. 


To the great agricultural States of the Northwest | 
and West, it holds out a demand for their pro- | 


visions and breadstuffs to an almost fabulous 
extent. 
seems to me, Is, that it does not give any prom- 
ise of advantage to the iron interests of Pennsyl- 
vania; but that is not the fault of my friend from 
Louisiana. All deficiencies of this kind, how- 


The only weak part of the report, as it | 


ever, are compensated by the promise of cheap | 


sugar. Thus the magnitude of the interests in- 
volved in the acquisition of Cuba areexaggerated ; 
thus are the blessings and advantages to attend 
its acquisition increased and multiplied, and pre- 
sented as temptations to reconcile the country to 
war, if it should be necessary. 

But, Mr. President, there is no intention of a 
war atthis time. No, sir; the Administration is 
not in being that is contemplated to make the war 
should it become necessary. The Ostend mani- 
festo, | have supposed, has had a material influ- 
ence in making one President already. I should 
not be greatly surprised if this second manifesto 
should make another one; or it may be to renew 
the term of the present one. It would be indif- 
ferent to the advocates of this measure, of course, 


whether the one or the other result would follow. | 


It may be that this is supposed to be an emana- 
tion from the President and urged by him; espe- 
cially it would seem. to follow after the defeat, 
which I will net mention, which he submitted to, 
or had to yield to, at the last session of Congress, 
to be a summons to his friends and followers 
everywhere to come to his aid once more: 


aay 


«Once more unto the breach, dear friends, once more. 


This, of course, is merely conjecture and spec- 
ulation as to what may be expected to follow from 


ponement of the acquisition of that island; but, 
what is of far more importance, it tends to post- 
pone and defeat the very greatest public good 


| that, in my opinion, can enter the head of a states- 


/man and require his undivided energies at this 


time to accomplish—the healing of the deep and 


grievous wounds that have been inflicted upon 


our system of government, and which yet rankle 
and fester in it; wounds inflicted by the long and 


fierce party contentions which we have gone 


through, engendering maxims and practices of 


| administration which threaten irretrievable dis- 
| credit to the very name of a republic or of free 


institutions. 

Sir, if there ever was a time in our history when 
the character of the Government itself, when every 
great public interest called loudly and imploringly 


_ for some repose, some rest, some breathing time, 


from these eternal and distracting conflicts, it is 
now. Whoever has observed the causes of dis- 
asters in States, whoever has studied the history 
of former republics, in the least degree, will be 
satisfied that the periods of internal dissension, 


fierce political strife, if you please, are the very 


seed-time of all the irregularities, disorders, rap- 
tures, and abuses which are to spring up in any 
Government under such circumstances. For the 
last five years the public mind has been so excited 
and distracted and absorbed by what was called, 
and probably rightfully called, the paramount 

uestions of the day, that there was no one in 

Jongress, no one throughout the land, among the 
people, to listen to or give heed to the complaints, 


| or even to recognize them when they saw them 


before their eyes, of abuses, malpractices, and the 


| demoralizing tendencies of the practices which 


prevailed in the Government. And now, after so 
long a period of these fierce contentions, which 


entered the very verge of convulsion, of civil war, 


if they did not transcend the bounds of it; and 
when, in the mean time, a great monetary and 
commercial revulsion has swept over the country; 
when the public expenditures, it is admitted, have 


| increased, within that very period of five years, 
within a fraction of two fold, or one hundred pet 


cent.; when the derangements of the national 


| affairs of the country are such that the Treasury 
/may be said, technically, to have been bankrupt 


this measure; it may be regarded as imaginary | 
and visiohary; but of one thing the country may || with the public interest, that fresh fuel shall be 


more than once since that revulsion; and when 


_ abuses, and abuses, too, that may be considered 


gross, are admitted to abound in almost every 
branch of the public service—at such a time, | 
regard itas a great public calamity that such @ 
measure—a measure of fresh agitation and excite- 


ment—is thrust before the country. Sir, is it of 


any importance to any great purpose connected 
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‘aid upon the decaying fires of sectional contro- || 
- gy and sectional strife? Has it comes to this, 
» ata cessation of all sectional strife and contro- | 
orsy should be looked upon with dismay and | 











aoprehension in any pone: Is that the condi- | 
of the country? I know I am speaking here 

empty seats; but perhaps my voice may reach 
come ears Where it may elicit reflection. I say 
1 it come to this, that a cessation of sectional | 
-ife is looked upon with apprehension and dis- 
»ay in any quarter, North or South? Every one, 
Mr. President, who will reflect a moment upon 
‘his subject, Must perceive, If 1t 1s Important to 
i y vitalinterestof this country, that Cuba, when 
once acquired by negotiation, peaceably and by 
oyrevase, Should be brought into the Union as a 
<jave State, that our true policy now is a masterly 
inactivity; and as to any project of wresting the 
‘sland from Spain by violence, the chances would 

that when it was acquired it would be found a 
blasted and worthless possession. 

Mr. President, | have said all that I intended 
to say on this specific proposition, its probable 
motives or objects, and what | consider the erro- | 
neous or false policy which has been pursued in | 


I 


conducting these negotiations with regard to any | 
expectation of the acquisition of Cuba, and my 
own opinion of it. I will state, so far as my in- 
formation extends in the South—it is limited it | 
is true—there is a division of public opinion upon 
the subject there. A large class of the earnest 
advocates of its annexation at the earliest day 
that itcan be done consistently, perhaps, with the 
national honor, advocate it on the ground of its | 
necessity for our own security and self-preserva- 
tion. On the contrary, there is another class that 
are apprehensive it would produce a drain of too | 
large a portion of the labor peculiar to the South, | 
and of the capital employed in the southern slave | 
States, and that that drain would cause a serious 
obstruction in the future progress and develop- | 
ment of the resources of those States. Others 
apprehend that, by the transfer of so large a num- | 
ber as three or four hundred thousand, as is esti- 
mated by some to be the number of slaves that || 
are apt to be taken to that island from other States | 
of the Union, they will not be so likely to be prof- 
itably employed there as is generally supposed. | 
For my part, while I would not be of opinion | 
that any favorable opportunity ought to be pre- | 
termitted under the dangers which are said to 
exist now, and which may perhaps continue to 
exist, that the present state of things may possi- 
bly bring the two countries into wars which might 
otherwise be avoided; I say no opportunity should 
be omitted or neglected, by which the control of | 
that island at all events, under some form of gov- | 
ernment or other, or under an independent gov- | 
ernment, could be acquired by this country with- | 
out disparagement to our country, and without | 
the violation of any principle of international law. | 
At the same time, however, I have entertained 
the opinion held by the most eminent of our pub- 
lic men for a period of forty or fifty years, that 
the time has not yet come when the acquisition 
of that island is indispensable to our security or 
to the development of our resources. I believe 
that it is our interest, whue Spain pursuesa policy | 
not calculated to be injurious or dangerous to the 
States of the South, that she shall maintain her | 
sovereignty over the island as long as it shall be 
her pleasure to do so. 
_ Mr. President, L admit the advantages of Cuba 
in a Strategic point of view, in time of war, under 
certain circumstances. I admit the security that 
it would bring to our commerce under certain cir- 
cumstances; but now we are notin a condition to 
accept that island, though it should be a gift pre- 
sented to us by Spain without any consideration, 
particularly unless we had the security or the 
guarantee of the non-intervention of England and | 
France. That island can only add to the security 
of our trade or commerce, or to our defensive ai- | 
tude in time of war, when we shall have built up 
our Navy to such an extent as to maintain pos- | 
Session of it against any Power or two Powers 
combined, that might seek to dislodge us in time 
of war. Gentlemen now proclaim their indiffer- 
ence to what England or France might be dis- | 
posed todo. One gentleman, the Senator from |, 
Georgia, {Mr. Toomns,] defied the power both of | 
ogland and France, and even went so far as to | 
Say that nothing would rejoice him more, than an | 
©pportunity to cope with those great Powers, |. 
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when their authority was attempted to be inter- |, 
posed for such a purpose as this, to defeat the 
policy of the United States in the acquisition of 
Cuba. Why, sir, if this is not mere empty bra- 
vado, the honorable Senator cannot have reflected 
for a moment upon the reasonableness of such a 
declaration. The very first blow that would be | 
struck at our power in a war either with France or 
Great Britain, with our present feeble establish- 
ment, or any addition we could make to it fora 


great number of years, would be to wrest the pos- 


session of Cuba with all its fine harbors from us, 
and to make them the means of annoyance instead 
of protection and security. The time will come 
when it may become necessary for the security 
and full development of the power and resources 
of this country, that we should have Cuba; but it 
will never be expedient that we shall acquire Cuba 
until we are able to maintain possession of it 
against all the Powers that might be disposed to 
assail us. 
Furthermore, I am of opinion that, if we were 
to acquire Cuba, there would be some addition to | 
the present profitable trade which we have there. | 
The market for the northern manufactures would 
be extended in some degree; but when the popu- | 
lation of that island shall have extended to the ut- | 
most limit required for the developmentof sugar- 
planting, and their other resources, the consump- | 
tion of the corn, the flour, the beef, and the pork | 
of the great agricultural regions lying north of the | 
cotton-growing regions of the West would be but 
a fraction of the surplus products of those great | 
States. The prospect held out of cheap sugar, too, 
might be found equally delusive. I should sup- 
pose, in the natural order of things, for some time | 
there might be a reduction of the price of sugar; | 
but when you reflect upon the growing consump- | 
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tion of that article by all the civilized, prosperous, | 


and growing population of the temperate zones, | 
that idea might be equally delusive with the other. 
But, Mr. President, | pass from that view of | 
the subject. Extraordinary as this proposition is | 
to appropriate or provide $30,000,000, to be un- | 
der the disposal of the President in entering upon 
further negotiation with Spain; unprecedented as | 
it is in the circumstances accompanying it; uncon- | 
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sion and an arrival at the period of decadence, as 
in the case ef individual man. There is no appro- 
priateness in the comparison. The manhood of 
a nation cannot be brought in the category within 
the principle of the doctrine laid downhere. After 
its growth shall have been passed, and shall 
have been progressing for three hundred or four 
hundred years, its manhood may embrace a pe- 
riod of four hundred or five hundred years before 
it arrives at that period of decadence indicated by 
ceasing the policy of expansion. 

The Roman republics and great monarchies, 80 
often referred to as evidence of the inevitable doom 
awaiting all modern nations, owe their fall to 
many causes, and combinations of causes, and 
circumstances in their condition, which do not 
Operate in modern times in the same force or com- 
bination. I shall not undertake to discriminate 
the causes of the decay and final extinction which 
existed in the overthrow of ancient monarchies 
and republics from those which threaten modern 
nations. Norshall | stop here, though I will sug- 
gest it for the reflection of those who hear me, to 
point out the peculiar causes and circumstances 
which existin our condition in this country which 
expose us to the chances of premature decay and 
exunction as a Republic and free people. If we 
will look at the causes which have contributed to 
the overthrow of the ancient republics, we shall 
find more force in the circumstances and condi- 
tion of this country than in relation to some of 
the large Powers of Europe. 

But, sir, these are idle speculations as to the 
truth or fallacy of the doctrine laid down by the 


| honorable Senator from Louisiana in this report, 


that growth is the law of existence, and that, when 
we cease to grow, we must soon arrive at the 
period of decadence, and share the fate or destiny 
in the case of individual man, This is idle. Were 
itgiven to me, Mr. President, now to unfold the 


roll of time, and I could see inscribed upon it an 


stitutional in spirit as it is, it is not more danger- || 


ous and alarming than the pernicious doctrines | 


and theories of public policy which accompany || 


| 
it. What are they ? 


“ The law of our national existence is growth. Wecan- | 


not, if we would, disobey it. While we should do nothing |} 


to stimulate it unnaturally, we should be careful not to im- 
pose upon ourselves a regimen so strict as to prevent its 
healthtul development. ‘The tendency of the age is the ex- 
pansion of the great Powers of the world.”?— * : ° 
* + When they cease to grow they will soon commence 
that period of decadence which is the fate of all natious as 
of individual man.’’ 


These doctrines are put before the country 
under the sanction of a standing committee of the 
Senate of the United States, announced with all 
the precision and apparent confidence of an axiom | 


In political economy and philosophy, that the law 


of our national existence is growth. What does | 
that growth mean? Growth within? Growth in 
the mode of our political organization? Growth 
in the improvement of the territory within which 
we now live? Growth in wealth and population 
and moral culture? Is that the meaning of it? Lt | 
ought to be the law of our existence that we 
should grow in all those respects; but the growth | 
alluded to by the committee Is not confined to that 
limited view of internal growth, improvement 
within the territories which we now enjoy, moral 
cultivation, and advancing civilization. It is not 
true, even in that limited sense. It is not well 
founded in theory, nor verified by the facts of 
history. Why, sir, any people, within any pre- 
scribed limits you may choose, great or small, 
may be retarded in their population, their wealth, 
and their moral culture, by mal-administraton, 
by internal dissensions, exhausting civil or for- 
eign war, and they may so be kept stationary for 
generations, without impairing materially the na- 
tive energy and spirit of the population, which 
may still remain after all these adverse fortunes. 
So it is not true that there is any just comparison 
between the growth of a nation, or a stationary 
position, to the life of man as it progresses from 
youth to manhood, when men arrive at the period 
of decadence. Nor is it true in reference to that 
other expansion, or larger power, if you please; if 
there is any connection B 


allotment of half the period of duration to this 
Republic which was allowed to Greek or Roman 
power, I should rejoice. 

It is manifest that the growth alluded to in the 
report, is expansion now,immediately, or as soon 
as it can be accomplished, assuming that in our 
progress as anation, or a people, we have already 
reached that period of maturity from whence our 
decline may be adduced in after time, unless we, 
guided by the maxims of past experience and the 
wisdom which suggests this doctrine, this axiom 
to us to-day, make immediate and further acqui- 
sitions of territory. I say that it is but too man- 
ifest thatitisexpansion which is meantby growth, 
not internal improvement, not progress within 
our present limits, but continual expansion, ac- 
quisition of more and more territory. If that is 
not the meaning and the application of it, I should 
like the honorable Senator from Louisiana to point 
out the mistake, when considered in connection 
with the context which declares that this is an age 
of the expansion of all the great Powers of the 
earth. Sir, have we reached such a point of per- 
fection within our present limits, social and polit- 
ical, of our organization to insure the establish- 
ment of justice, to insure domestic tranquillity 
everywhere, develop the resources, promote the 
general welfare within the limits of the Constitu- 
tion within the States; I mean within the State 
jurisdictions, as well as in the United States; for 
this doctrine of growth must apply to the whole 
country in all its local legislative authorities and 
State jurisdictions? Has the policy of this coun- 
try, under the control of this Government, been 
settled upon such a satisfactory basis in relation 
to the great questions of currency, of commerce, 
either internal or external, that there is no longer 
any scope for the employment of genius, no 
stimulus to lofty ambition in our statesmen? Is 
it true that our vast domain, or which has been 
but lately so vast, has been reduced by the con- 
tingent influx of emigrants from abroad within 
such narrow limits as to afford no space, no room, 
for the overflowing population of our native citi- 
zens? Is that the condition of things? 

It appears to me that the honorable Senator, 
who is the able author of this report, must have 
misconceived the magnificent extent of our pres- 
ent territorial possessions; and yet I cannot sup- 
Ee that he is unacquainted with it. Sir, we 

ave an area twice as great as the Roman Em- 
pire ever possessed in her palmiest days. One 


etweenacontinuedexpan- | million six hundred thousand square miles was 
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the limit of her power at any time when her | thousand ships of war, and upwards of five hun- 


boundaries were established with any certainty. 
We have already a territory more than three 
fourths greater than ali Europe. In regard to 
this vast extent of territory, we are under obliga- 
tions to proteectand defend it, without and within; 
to sure the establishment of justice throughout 
the whole extent of it; to bring about every Im- 
provement and ame! 
of the country, within the Federal Constitution; 


joration of 1tin the condition 


butthe growth from within comes from the States, 
and is the work of the State sovereignties and 
jurisdictions, as well ss the United States. ‘The 
‘obligation of defense leads us to a view of what 


is the extent of the country we are bound to de- 
fend and protect We must secure law and order, 
the administration of justice, and preserve repub- 
lican institutions, and guaranty them to all the 
Statew <Asl 
pire was one million 81x handred thousand square 
miles, by the best computation that can be made. 
The area of our present te rritory 1s within a frac- 
tion of thre 


iid, the area of the Roman Em- 


million square miles—nearly double 
We have a waterand 
exterior line of sea-coast navigation, of sea-coast 


that of the Roman power. 


frontier of five thousand miles, without countung 
the sinuosities, or the inlets and bays; and if you 
add to this our lake coast, including the lines | 
have indicated of bays, and the principal inlets, 
sounds, and harbors, it would give you a sea- 
coast frontier, or water-line, to defend against a 
more powerful naval Power than this, of twelve 
thousand miles. Besides this, you have a fron- 
tier of three thousand miles bordering upon the 
possessions of Great Britain in North America, 
one of the most powerful Governments, to say 
the least, on earth: and, over and above all this, 
let renticmen consider that we have an interior 
frontier, as | have learned from gentlemen who 
are better acquainted with the facts and extent of 
it than myself, of at least three thousand miles, 


exposed to occasional and constant incursions of 


hostile nomadic bands of Indians, and others. 

Now, sir, when you come to consider what is 
required to protect these vast possessions, you 
may arrive at something like a safe conclusion as 
to whether we have arrived at that period of pro- 
gress and improvement, that maturity of growth 
Within our present limits, that demands further 
expansion. What will it take to defend this vast 
sea-coast frontier against Eneland alone? I will 
not say against France and England, but against 
England alone. I leave a military man to correct 
me; but it will not take less than one hundred 
thousand men standing constantly under arms, to 
be anything like an adequate protection to the 
most exposed points of our great Pacific border 
and the Atlantic and Gulf border, guarding the 
principal points of attack. How many ships-of 
war willittake? Atleast half as many as either 
of the two most powerful nations of Europe. We 
might depend, perhaps, upon the superior energy 
and spirit and courage of American seamen, and 
the gallantry and skill of our American officers, 
to eke out something for mecting upon an equal- 
ity, and with success, all the force that they could 
spare, either upon the Pacific or the Atlantic coast, 
mm assatling us. There would be required not less 
than two hundred or two hundred and fifty war 
steamers—those terrible engines of destruction, 
the invention of modern times. 

Why, sir, is it known what is the quantum of 
our own force at this time, with which we would 
have itin our power to meet such an assailant, or 
such an enemy, as Great Britain or France either ? 
France possesses five hundred and fifty ships of 
war,two hundred and sixty of them warsteamers; 
and altogether a fleet of sail vessels and war ves- 
sels, propelled by steam, carrying fifteen thou- 
sand guns. The honorable Senator from Florida 
{Mr. Marrory] stated yesterday, I believe, ora 
few days since, trom his place here, thatone thou- 
sand one hundred guns was the utmost that could 
be mastered in all our ships, including those out 
of service or such as never could be repaired for 
service. | do not intend tosay that the resources 
of this country would not enable it to reach this 
point of ability and strength; that we have not 
the means of constructing a navy to meet, witha 
fair prospect of success, eten the power of Great 
Britain. The Senator from Georgia, however, 
included both Great Britain and France. He 
would have to make another computation of the 
power he would have to meet—the power of a 


dred war steamers, and twenty-seven thousand 
runs, with your one thousand one hundred. ‘This 
may give some idea of what the duties and obli- 
rations of this Government are in the protection 
and defense of the country which we already 
have. I said it would be within the power of 
our resources to accomplish al] this, to defend 
the country in theend, after seeing, for years and 
years, our sea-coast ravaged and plundered by 
even an inferior force; but w® could achieve it. 
We have got the energy and the resources in the 
end to achieve it. Thatis not the question, how- 
ever. The question is, whether it is expedient to 
expand our territories beyond the wants of an 
advancing population; not whether we would not 
have power to protect any extent of new country 
that we might choose to annex; but whether it 1s 
wise or expedient to do so. 

That is the military aspect of the question. 
Now, as to the economical and civil aspect, I wish 
to say a few words. I know that the popular 
theory is, and I seldom hear it questioned, that 
this Government may be expanded indefinitely, 
and may extend not only throughout the tropics, 
as itis stated by the Senator from Georgia that 
it is our policy, but throughout South America, 
and to take in all Canada. I subscribe to no 
such visionary and wild conclusions. ‘There must 
be some limit to the power of this Government 
to be practically and beneficially administered. 
There must be some limit to its capacity to ad- 
minister its functions with due energy and effi- 
cieney and benefit. Where that limit Is it is not 
sg necessary to inquire, as itis to examine and 
see whether we find any weakness, any dimin- 
ished efficiency, or energy, Within our present 
limits. Ithas been but lately thatthe capacity of 
our institutions and our system of Government to 
expand itself to remote distances, and sul main- 
tain the efficient exercise of its authority, has been 
decided; and ] maintain that experience has al- 
ready demonstrated that the principle of a policy 
of expansion has already been carried to the ut- 
most limit of safety and efficiency. What does 
experience teach, so far as we have had experienc: 
I venture to affirm, after some 
examination of the question, that every irrern- 
larity, every abuse, every corruption, likely to 
grow up in the Government, if not repressed and 
watched and prevented, by the vigilance and en- 
ergy in the administrative head, have been in- 
creased and multiplied pretty much already in 
proportion to our expansion. This arises from 
the necessity of the case. 

In the remote Territories, two or three thou- 
sand milesdistant from the seat of Government, on 
the coast of the Pacific, the Government must ne- 
cessarily intrust a greater latitude of discretion to 
its agents, to whom are delegated executive au- 
thority. Itis impossible that precise directions 
can be given in reference to every possible con- 
tingency or emergency that may arise in the exe- 
cution of Federal authority at so great a distance. 
Abuses may exist there for months, and the tele- 
graph wires would not be a safe reliance to com- 
municate it. They may exist there until they 
may reach, before they are arrested, a very serious 
and mischievous limit, bringing with them bloody 
and expensive Indian wars, and stopping the rev- 
enues of the Government. These are not transient 
evils that exist to-day,and which ume will cure, 
or prevent their recurrence again. They exist 
from the necessity of the case—the necessity of 
greater trusts at greater distances. ‘The Execu- 
tive here at the seat of Government is liable to be 
grossly, constantly imposed upon by artful rep- 
resentations of interested informers, and may be 
led into the grossest errors. I do not undertake 
to give particular instances or illustrations. That 
might be considered invidious, and would occupy 
too much time; but, sir, I conclude what I have 
to say on this subject by laying down the propo- 
sition that every abuse and irregularity, every 
corruption and excess incident to a Government, 
both in the military and in the civil service, will 
always be found to increa¥e in proportion to the 
distance from the place or locality of commission, 
and the correcting and punishing head. 

The President has announced, as I have seen 
it stated in the newspapers and public journals of 
the city, upon an occasion not very well adapted, 
it seems to me, to the announcement of such sen- 
timents, that the policy of this country henceforth 


on the subject? 
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| a spectacle you will present! 
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is expansion, and that rone but cowards foo, ... 
oppose it. I should be sorry to suppose that a 
sentiment was announced upon deliberation. |... 
I have heard no correction; I have seen po»... 
rection of it. The Senator from Georgia [\, 
Toomss]} has announced that it was the unalie,.. 
ble and fixed policy of this country to nro ca 
throughout the tropics, regardless of all eon. 
quences to foreign nations, Many of our |; ad 
gentlemen, Senators and others, have annoyyepr 
a similar policy. It is announced in the most gq). 
emn form,as | understand it, in the re port which 
is now before the Senate. 1 will say that bbe 
astonished at the declaration coming from elias 
quarters; but Ishall wait before I draw final ¢,,, 
clusions of what is the sentiment of particu), 
sections and parties in this country, 2 
Mr. Calhoun was willing to see the boundaries 
of this Republic extended so as to embrace +) 
valley of the Rio Grande, as well as the Missic. 
sippi, and to make the Sierra Madre the ulting 
thule of our territorial possessions in that dires 
tien; but he never wished to see the mixed and 
rrel population south of that boundary incor. 
0 d with our people. Mr. Jefferson has also 
»ressed the sentiment, and did it at a very early 
cay, that he looked upon Cubaas the ne plus witrq 
of our advance in the same direction. What has 
become of the policy and councils of these dis- 
tinguished men? Is it true, Mr. President, that 
all veneration for the illustrious founders of oy 
Government, or those who adorned our country, 
has perished ? Is it true, that the sentiment of yep. 
eration is so far extinct in the country as not to 
remember the precepts and maxims of the early 
fathers and founders of the Government? What 
Is no respect to be 


NO eur. 


given to the sentimentand policy of Mr. Calhoun, 
ent as he was, in his day, and 

. o . f 
lat noi dete? He was no believer in the 


ve once got possession of those 
rtean States and Central Amer- 
ion Americanize them—assimilate 


ica, We could s: 


| with them; or that those populations could be ex- 


tinguished, and no longer form an obnoxious ele- 
ment in our population. 

Five million civilized and half civilized Indians 
to enjoy the privileges of citizenship in Mexico! 
Liow many generations would there be before 
tuey could be assimilated, or before they could be- 
come longer a poisonous obstruction in the prog- 
ress of civilization, in the progress of liberty, 
either in their own country or as suxiliary to the 


| people of this country in protecting them? How 
long would it be before the population of the Cen- 


tral American States, which can only boast ten 
per cent. of the white race, by the same Ameri- 
canizing process, could be fitted to become mem- 
bers of this Union, and to control the destinies of 
this great country ? 

But, Mr. President, I think there are some con- 
siderations of a graver kind than any to which I 
have yet alluded, connected with this idea of ex- 
pansion, and I beg leave to occupy a few minutes 
upon them. When you shall have extended your 
dominion over the States of Mexico and Central 
America, you will have added twelve million of a 
population, for the most part perfectly imbeci! 
and incapable or either offensive or defensive war; 
you will have added another million of square 
miles to your present area; you will have added 
another five thousand miles to the sea-coast line 
of frontier; and if this policy of expansion is 
connected with any idea of our becoming a great 
military Power, nothing could be more empty and 
idie than to suppose that would follow from such 
a policy. I undertake to state here, that from the 
mioment you consummate this policy and add the 
States of Mexico and Central America, both Eng- 
land and France, the great commercial and mari- 


time Powers of Europe, will breathe freer. From 


that moment all jealousy of the rising giant Power 
of the western hemisphere stands at rest. | ven- 
ture to say more, that if you are prepared to annex 
those States now, or willing to accept them, that 
neither England nor France would fire a gun 0 
prevent it, provided you gave the people of these 
countries the enjoyment of the franchise, allowed 
the citizens of those two nations the benefit of 
commerce, and assumed the debts due by those 
several States to their own subjects. I venture 
to say further, that they will signify, on those 
conditions, their free assent that you should annex 
them all; and if you will engage to annex the 
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whole of them and the other nations of North | 


America, they will let you take Cuba too, unless 
they are under some imperative obligation that 
they cannot dispense with with, honor to Spain, 
upon the same conditions that you pay the debts 
due their subjects, British or French, and particu- 
jarly the English. There is no reason of policy 
that L ean conceive of that will prevent them from 
giving theit free assent, and it may be that thatis 
the view of the President in manifesting and an- 
nouncing his cheap courage. That may be the 
view of the honorable Senator from Georgia also, 
in declaring that he did not fear, or they did not 
fear, and none but cowards, as the President says, 
do fear this policy. I think they ought to have 
given us the benefit of their opinions as to the 
policy of England and France in relation to these 
annexations which we propose to make. 

What will be the consequences of annexing the 
States of Mexico and Central America? The 
first would be bringing order out of chaos, estab- 
lishing regular Governments there, and in reani- 
mating to some extent the almost expired ener- 
gies of those populations. In the development of 
the national resources of the country, by the infu- 
sion of a new and more vigorous race, we should 
increase the production, we should add to the pres- 
ent powers of consumption there, and their ability 
to consume, extend the trade arid intercourse be- 
tween ourselves and those States and foreign na- 
tions; but England and France would share al- 
most equally with ourselves. When their policy, 
and that which may be the policy of this country, 
shall be settled and consolidated, they may even 


derive the lion’s share of the spoils and benefit of | 


it, for they would be free from the burden of de- 
fense and protection. We should enjoy some in- 
creased advantages from the trade and intercourse 
between members of the Union, which might 
compensate us for the protection and defense of 
that people in time of peace. 

But, sir, Great Britain an@ France would be ina 
position to do even more than that. They could 
dictate the commercial policy of this country. 
They would be powerful auxiliaries of the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter,] in 
carrying out his favorite policy. They would 
concur with him that no more money ought to be 
raised off duties upon foreign imports than were 
just sufficient for the supportof the Government, 
economically administered. They would be gen- 
erous enough to allow you to do that. They 
would allow you to raise a sufficient sum besides, 
perhaps, to supportan Army large enough to sup- 
press Indian ostilities, and a Navy to protect 
your sea-coast and your commerce, spreading 


over the ocean, from piratieal depredations; but, | 


if Congress, at any time, should venture to inti- 
mate a disposition to go beyond these Cee it 
would only be necessary for a British inister, 


ora French Minister, both or separately, to sug- | 


gest to our Government the generous concessions 
they had made to the policy of this Government 
in acquiring Mexico and Central America, and 


to say that their masters would not receive the | 


intimation with a friendly feeling that this Gov- 
ernment, was about to increase the duties upon 
their manufactures and productions. They would 
make no menace. The simple intimation would 
be given only for the consideration of this Gov- 
érnment, and for Congress. Sir, have we not 
submitted to dictation, to some extent, of that 
nature already? Did we not do it in the case of 
an intimation given to ourGovernmentsome seven 
or eiglit years ago, of a similar kind? What could 
we respond? What could our Government reply ? 
We would be in no condition to go to war with 
those Powers; for then, we should have ten 
thousand miles of inadequately protected sea- 
coast against the combined Powers, having One 


| 


their resources to the building up of a military 


/and naval Power in a degree to effect that great 


and glorious object. They could do it. In other 
words, their resolve must be to become a great 
military and naval Power; and, in raising land 
and naval armaments, they would not stop to 
compute the cost of five hundred war-steamers, 
which would be the least we could possibly rely 
upon, at a cost of $350,000,000. Two hundred 


| thousand men on the Isthmus of Darien, up to the 


| Canada border, and the Pacific as wellas the At- | 


lantic and Gulf coasts, would be the least number 
of landsmen, of a standing army, that would au- 


| thorize the possession of such an immense extent 
| ofcountry. Itcould be accomplished: smallas our 


population is, in proportion to the immense terri- 
tory to be defended, still it could be accomplished. 


| But that is not the dearest sacrifice that would 


have to be made; the end would not be yet. They 


| would have to wake up to a sense of public lib- 


erties, swallowed up ina military despotism, car- 
riedout though the hollow and empty form ofa 
free Constitution only. 

Now, sir, is there any one who will maintain 
that these apprehensions of danger to public lib- 
erty are imaginary, if such a policy as is pro- 
posed by these high sources, is earried out? Is 
there no danger to be apprehended to the public 
liberty, if the policy of those whose voracious ap- 
petites, not content with Cuba, embrace all Mex- 


icoand Central America, is carried out? Itis this 
| voracious passion for expansion, that has caused 


excitement in the mind now that will resultin dan- 
ger to the public liberties of this country in future 
time. ‘There are other causes: the great change 
which has taken place in the practical operation 
of this Government in the last thirty years; the 


| tendency to general corruption, misrule, disorder; 


tne greatly diminished respect, not to say con- 
tempt, that is manifested for many of those guards 
that the jealous founders of this Republic threw 
around the public liberty. This proposition to 
place at the disposal of the President, at his dis- 
cretion, limited only by the general object of it, 
would have startled the fathers of the Republic 
as from a dream, and raised suspicions that a 
conspiracy was afoot to overthrow the Constitu- 
tion. All suggestions of the danger of such a pre- 
cedent are laughed to scorn in the present day. 
Then there is that twin-born measure of the pres- 
ent one, reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, proposing the surrender of the war- 
making power to the President. That a Pres- 
ident of the United States should openly propose 


and urge, in a special message aswell as in his 


annual message, the surrender to him of what 


| would virtually be the war-making power of this 


country, and to seek of Congressa legal transfer 
of such power, is of itself enough to show that 
those principles which heretofore were regarded 
as the main bulwarks of public liberty, are rapidly 
losing their vitality. 

Why, Mr. President, ifany otherevidence were 
wanting of the decay of those sentiments that have 
ever been regarded as the surest guarantee of pub- 
lic liberty, it might be found in the marked change 


| which is taking place in the spirit and objects of 


our policy in relation to these very republics of 
the South, since the date of their independence. 
The day was when those feeble and ill-fated re- 
publics were taught to look to us as their natural 
ally and protector; but since then they have been 
forced to regard this Governmentas a great polit- 
ical ogre that has sought to inveigle them into its 
embrace to devour them. I venture now to proph- 
esy, however extravagant it may seem to some 
here, that he who shall live to witness the con- 
summation of this policy, so earnestly advocated, 


|| of extending our dominion over the States of Mex- 


thousand ships-of-war, and each of them one hun- | 


dred guns to our one. What could we do? The 
trath is, we should become a vassal nation beyond 
remedy, and should so remiain until the people 
of this country, galled by a sense of national hu- 
miliation, should come to the determination to 


reassert their independence, and to dedicate all ' 
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ico and Central America, will have survived the 
liberties of his country. 

The corrupting tendencies of this Government 
are already strong and powerful, if not irresisti- 
ble, in beating down all but the forms, the image, 
of a free Constitution; and no free Government 
can stand the vast accumulations of those causes 


which have proved fatal heretofore to all repub- 


lics, and which would inevitably attend the an- 
nexation of those States. They are to us forbid- 
den fruit. Why, sir, no poet ever fabled a goddess 
of liberty within the tropics. No dreaming the- 
orist ever placed a republic there. I repeatagain, 
they are to us forbidden fruit, and the ‘primeval! 
curse announced as the penalty of disobedience 
will surely fall upon us as a free people, if we are 
guilty of this great transgression. The day that 
we pluck that fruit we die. 

Mr. President, I have omitted many views of 
this subject which I proposed to take; but under 


“the circumstances, and embarrassed as | am by 


the late period in this discussion, | felt that I was 
pretermitted from offering them. 

Mr. WADE, (at twenty minutes to seven 
o’clock.) It has got to be rather a late hour in 
the evening, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope that the Senator from 
Ohio, if he is prepared to go on, will go on now. 
There was a very general understanding that we 
should not adjourn at an early hour this evening. 
There are a number of Senators who will be here 
in a few minutes, and one or two, I believe, who 
are prepared to speak this evening. I trust the 
Senator will goon. It will save us sitting to- 
morrow night. 

Mr. WADE. What length of time is it pro- 
posed to hold the session? or if there isan under- 
standing about it, what is that understanding ? 

Mr. SLIDELL. If there can be any under- 
standing that this debate will be closed to-morrow, 
we have no sort of objection on this side to an 
adjournment at areasonable hour. Our only ob- 
jectis to enable everybody who wishes to do so, 
to express his sentiments on this bill. There is 
no disposition to press Senators unnecessarily; 
but I think we may fairly ask that courtesy from 
them. 

Mr. WADE. I will insist upon the motion. 
I think it is unreasonable to continue this debate 
at this late hour. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion; and I shall ask that there bea 
call of the Senate, too, if it be necessary to go on. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON. | have paired off with the Sen- 
ator from Florida, Mr. Yuueeg. 

Mr. FOSTER. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Bieter} and myself both went to din- 
ner, and we agreed that neither of us should vote 
until the other returned, for two hours. The time 
is out; but I do not feel at liberty to vote under 
the circumstances. 

The result was then announced—yeas J0, nays 
23;. as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Broderick, Collamer, Doolittle, 
Boot, Harlan, Kennedy, King, Trumbull, and Wade —10, 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Brown, Chesnut, Clay, Cling- 
man, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Mallory, Pearce, 


Polk, Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Smith, and 
Ward—23. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate refuses 
to adjourn; but there is no quorum voting. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. There are two Senators 
who announced their presence, but declined to 
vote on the adjournment, having paired off—the 
Senators from Connecticut. There is a quorum 
present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is a quo- 
rum, then, present. This vote lacks but one of a 
quorum. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
does not show it. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
this question. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senators from Connecti- 
cut can vote upon the motion, as it will not change 
the result. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I will ask whether the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will consent togo on now? There 
are a number of gentlemen who expect to return 
at nine o’clock. 

Mr. WADE. There is no quorum present, 
and I do not know that we can do any business. 
If this was in the ordinary course of legislation, 
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an appropriation bill, ifit wasa measure 
that wos expected by anybody to pass, I certainly 
would offer no interruption; but I cannot help 
thinking that, really, this isa mere political man 
euver. Ithink the Senatorfrom Louisiana him- 
self expected political advantages would arise 
from the discussion of it. I expect they will to 
our wide. If [ have got to discuss it, | want a 
I do not know that we can do 
unything, if there is not a quorum present. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I think, according to all 
parliame ntary rule, there isa quorum pre sent. A 
quorum has not voted; but two Senators, in ad- 
cition to those who voted, addressed the Chair, 
stating their presence, and that they did not vote 
because they had paired off with Senators not in the 
“They made that statement to the 
Chair. Those two Senators added to those who 


quorum present. 


(Chamber 


have voted, make a quorum, I do not thinkitat 
all necessary that a quorum should have voted if 
there is a quorum present. A quorum is present 


to the knowledge of the Chair 
Mr. COLLAMER. 
not parliamentary law. 


that can vote on the ques 


I must insist that that is 
A quorum ts a quorum 
tion that we have under 
Now ; the Senators from Connec- 
‘They have paired off. ‘The y 
according to that announcement. 


ther pine 
ther, they 


consideration. 
ticut cannot vote, 
vote 
‘Taking the 
are not to be considered as present 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This ts the view 
of the Chair upon that question: that any vote 
If there are 
exeused by the 
Senate from voting, for a cause, and then the 
want of their vote the Chair hardly thinks would 


cannot 


whole announcement 


of the Senate must show a 


yuoruam. 
i 


present, they may be 


‘ 7 
‘ nators 


attect the question, if excused bythe Senate; but 
there 189 no quoruin shown by this vole, and the 
Chair must be governed by that. 


Mr. HUNTER. It require 


or to perfornLany } 


sa quoram to vote 
wtinoa lative body: but 
Jess than a quorum can ke p the Senate in ses- 
non. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly; less 
than a quorum can kee pp the Senate in 
Mr. HUNTER. 


form any act; but less than a quorum can keep 


‘SSION, 
It re quires a quorum to per- 
the Senate in session. It is perfectly competent 
for gentlemen, if they choose, to sp ak to less 
than a quorum; butif the Senator from Ohio does 
not choose todo so,and the Senate hold together, 
then the question In put, because, peradventure, 
there may be a quorum present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
take this course: no quorum has been shown on 
this vote; less than a quorum may refuse to ad- 


journ; if no Senator desires to speak, the ques- | 


tion is to be put. ‘The question 1s whether there 


is aquorum? The Chair will ascertain by a count | 


whether there is a quorum in the Chamber before 
he puts the question. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think we have a very sim- 
ple remedy in this case. It is to send for absent 
Senators. 

‘Fhe VICE PRESIDENT. 
be made. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Ido make that motion now, 
and | hope it will be carried out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. [tis moved that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to require the 
attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. POLK. I wish to ask this question. We | 


That motion may 


know the fact that two Senators have spoken | 


here so as to indicate their presence; we know | 

they are here; and [ wish to inquire whether, 
when the question is put by yeas and nays, those 
Senators can be excused from voting, unless by | 
the action of the Senate. The Senate has not ex- | 
eused them from voting. | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
stated that they could not. | 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the Senator from | 

Louisiana will withdraw his motion for the pres- 
ent, and if nobody rises the Chair will put the 
question, and we wiil vote upon the bill, and if 
| 


The Chair has | 


it then turns out on the vote on the bill that there 
ig not A quorum, we can agree to his motion. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 1 will accept the suggestion 
of the Senator from North Carolina, and call for 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The Senator from North 
Carolina is mistaken. | understand the Chair to 
announce that if no one takes the floor, and the | 
question is raised about putting the question, and | 


it is suggested that there is not a quorum, the 
Chair will ascertain, by a count before the vote, 
whetier there 18 a ¢ uorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is true. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I hope the motion 
the Senator from Louisiana will be agreed to. 
Mr. KING. Whenit is supposed that there 
is a quorum present, itis proper enough to put 
the question; but I apprehend the question would 
be put upon a motion to adjourn, which is the 
pending motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to ad- 
journ has been rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Havingsome 
little experience, and but very little, I hope I may 
be allowed to suggest that I do think the Chair 
has decided wrongly, that there shall be no vote 
taken upon the question itself until the Chair has 
made a count. Now, in this instance, if the Chair 
makes a count, he will finda quorum here. Then 


ot 


| presume the Chair would proceed at once to put 


it to a vote; but, upon voting, it will appear that 
no quorum is here. I do not see how the Chair 
can decide that there is a quorum when there is 
not a sufficient number to decide any question. 
There will be no question upon the vote, simply 
because no quorum will be of record. 
there be, by a count of the Chair, a quorum, it 
precludes our right to send for absentegs; and, 
upon the record, upor taking the vote, there will 
be no quorum. I will suggest that the Senate is 
brought, then, simply to this situation: we must 
sit still. The decision of the Chair results exactly, 
it occurs to me, in that way. : 
With reference to the case here upon the subject 
of adjournment, nothing is better known than 
that the body, with less than a quorum, can ad- 
journ. ‘There is nothing more definitely declared 
in our rules. Of course, resulting from that, less 
than a quorum can keep the Senate in session; but 
the operation of the parliimentary rule, it seems 
to me, is almost entirely different, which involves 


Then, if 


the passage or rejection of a measure before the , 


body. Now, sir, it seems to me that you can 
have no right to count, to ascertain whether there 
Is a quorum or notupona call for a vote oraction 
on a measure that is before the body; for, if you 
make a count here, there is no certainty that your 
count will be correct. Half a dozen Senators may 
be standing just outside the door, as is very oft: nD 
the case; but, upon the votes that are to be put 
upon the record, they come in, which they can do 
just the moment before it is announced, perhaps, 
and when a quorum is not shown atall. If your 
count shaH show that there is no quorum, we can 
do nothing atall. [ beg to suggest, for the decis- 
ion of the Chair, that we take no more time, but 
have a vote upon the question which goes upon 


the record, and upon which we oan proceed to | 
/act; and that act must then necessarily be an ad- 


journment, or the transmission of our officers after 
the absentees. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is hardly 
understood by many Senators; and if he can get | 


the attention of the body, he will state his posi- 
tion. Upon the vote on the adjournment, less 
than a quorum voted. ‘Phere was record evidence 
of the want of a quorum. 
but the Senate refused to adjourn. Less than a 
quorum may refuse to adjourn. A motion to send 
for absentees is in order. If that motion be not 
made, the Chair will proceed to have the amend- 
ment read, and, upon suggestion, would count to 
ascertain the presence of a quorum, and if it 
should be established that there be a quorum pres- 
ent, would put the question. 

Mr.SLIDELL. [ wish to make a suggestion. 
The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Kennepy] is 
srepared to address the Senate, and before he shall 
Rae concluded there will certainly be a quorum 
present. 


> 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. He is not pre- | 


pared now, and does not intend to speak at present. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Ll understand from the 
Senator from Maryland that he is ready to pro- 
ceed. 


Mr. SLIDELL. But I desire it understood 


The Chair so stated; | 


that the order of the Senate, calling for absent | 


Senators, should be put in execution, in the mean 
time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There has been no 
order of the Senate. ; 

Mr. SLIDELL. Then I make that motion 


now. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved tha: 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to procure = 
attendence of absent Senators, 

Mr TRUMBULL. I think, on a former oc. 
casion, that the order was adopted in this form: 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. [ 
am not experienced in these matters, but I gyo- 
gest whether it would not be better ty put zs 
that form in this case. 1 understood at that time 
from older members of the body, that it had not 
been usual to put it in the form of a requirement 
but as a request, which I believe is always an- 
swered. I make the suggestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair wy 
put the motion of the Senator from Louisiana: 
and if there be no objection, will put it in the 
form of the suggestion of the Senator from [|]j- 
nois, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have no objection to that. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-a:- 
Arms will request the attendance of absent §, 
ators, 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senator from 
Maryland will proceed. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, in response 
simply to the call made by the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, | should very greatly prefer speak- 
ing upon some other occasion. The honorable 
Senator from Ohio has already indicated his pur- 
pose tospeak. Ido not desire to come in between 
him 

Mr. WADE. LIonly took the floor to move an 
adjournment, and with no particular view to go 
on with the debate. 

Mr. KENNEDY. 


to-night. 


the 


it in 


eli-~ 





I do not desire to speak 
1 would very much prefer saying whit 
I have to say with more of my colleagues and 
friends around me, because the line of argument 
{expect to take may not be entirely acceptab| 
to many of my friends with whom I have been 
acting here; and I would rather that they should 
be present to hear precisely what my views are 
upon this subject—not that they will have any 
importance, perhaps, on the result, but it is sim- 
ply in order to gratify myself and to be placed 
right before the country when I do speak on this 
question, because I dissent in tolo from many 
gentlemen here. I will say at the same time, if 
the proceedings of the Senate are to be cut oif 
to-night, if the whole further action of the body 
is suspended, I am perfectly willing to go on. | 
have nota long speech to make; but I am pre- 
pared now and perfectly willing to go on and give 
my views. If the Senator from Ohio preters 
speaking now, I will give way to him. 

Mr. WADE. I @o not want the floor at all. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Then I will go on and say 
what | have to say upon this subject. 

Mr. WADE. I yield to the Senator from 
Maryland. — 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, the propo- 
sition of the President of the United States for 
the acquisition of Cuba, and for the occupation 
of certain provinces of Mexico, for the two ques- 
tions may be considered together, involve not only 
questions of policy affecting the great and vital 
interests of this country, but the far greater and 
more startling question of what this nation is to 
be, and how this nation is to be governed. In 
coming to the consideration of these questions, | 
am not disposed in any manner to shrink from the 
responsibility that rests upon me here in the dis- 
charge of my duty. I shall endeavor to pursue 
that line of argumentand that line of policy which 
the peculiar interests of my constituents require, 
as well as the higher obligations of the Constitu- 


| tion of the United States, which has for its general 


object the welfare and prosperity of the people of 
this country. In pursuing that course, I shall 
endeavor to bring to the consideration of this bill 
a desire to discharge my duty without any refer- 
ence to other and collateral subjects of a mere 
party character. 

I have carefully read and considered the learned 
and fall report made by the Committee on Foreigt 
Relations upon this bill. Ihave heard the ad- 
vantages of the acquisition of Cuba portrayed 
in glowing terms by gentlemen on this floor. 
have listened with pleasure to the full and learned 
speeches of gentlemen in regard to the advantages 
to result to our great and increasing commerce. 
I have very fully considered the views that have 
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the Gulf of Mexico, and as a strategical point | 
to hold this mare rostrum, our sea, as it has been 
called—that sea which receives the commerce 
of nearly one third of the whole United States, 
which is poured out through the great Father of 
Waters. I have listened to all this with great at- 
tention; and I have endeavored to bring my mind 
toacalm and full consideration of the subject with 
reference to all the alleged benefits which are to 
result from the acquisition of thisisland. I have 
jistened with much interest to the clear and cogent 
arguments, to the strong and full view, presented | 
by the honorable Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. | 
Bensamin,] of the horrible condition of Haytu and 
San Domingo, of those once-favored isles of the 
sea, and the blasting effects of emancipation upon | 
their social condition. He has forcibly portrayed | 
the despotism, the ignorance, the ne ence, the 
brutish barbarity of that people, and the dread 
desolation which has followed in the train of eman- 
cipation. 
‘Il have listened to all this in reference to its 
bearing on the acquisition of Cuba, and I have 
not heardasingle -ord from the advocates of this 
measure as to its olitical effect upon the future 
destiny of this cc untry. I have had no satisfac- 
tory reason assigned to me, either by the Presi- 
dent or by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
for this measure, beyond the mere impression that , 
we could negotiate for, and obtain Cuba by peace- 
able means. Instead of coming to any such con- 
clusion, a careful consideration of the report of 
the committee, as well as the tenor of the gpeeches 
of honorable gentlemen in advocacy of the meas- 
ure, satisfy me that they look ultimately rather 
to the contingency of violence. If gentlemen have 
been in earnest on this question, they mean vio- 
lence, or they mean nothing. Mighty questions |! 
are involved, which I,as a Senator on this floor, 
acting in conjunction with the executive branch 
of this Government in the negotiation of treaties, 
have a right to be informed upon, before I am | 
asked to give my vote, not merely for millions of || 
noney, but for a measure which may involve 
the whole civilized world in war, and lose to us 
this union of States, for which so much has been | 
periled and endured. 
Mr. President, I desire to meet these mighty | 
issues in all candor and all honesty; not simply | 
as a party measure, to elevate one candidate for 
the Presidency or another; but being entirely free 
from influences of that kind, I dare to speak what | 
I believe to be right and justand honest. I glory, || 
as one member from that portion of the United | 
States who are supposed especially to advocate | 
this measure—l mean the gouthern portion of the | 
United States—to speak what I believe earnestly 
and sincerely to be the interest of the people of 
that section of the country, without any reference 
whatever to its political effect upon parties, or || 
myself, 
{ trust I may be pardoned if | make use of 
language which may appear to be harsh to gen- 
tlemen upon the other side; for I have a high re- 
spect for many of the honorable Senators who 
support this measure, and J regret extremely that 
an occasion has presented itself to me, coming 
from the southern section of the Union, when I| || 
must dissent so entirely from the general propo- 
sitions of the report. This bill is based upon the || 
idea that we can acquire Cuba by peaceful nego- | 
uation; but I take the report itself, and from a || 
full investigation of its scope and meaning, | am || 
irresistibly led to the conclusion that we cannot, || 
by any possible effort, in the present position of | 
our relations with Spain, acquire Cuba without a || 
convulsion which may rend this country to its 
very center, or destroy forever those principles of || 
£Overnment which we have everconsidered essen- 
ual to the growth and permanency of our insti- 
tutions. 
_ The report of the honorable Senator from Louis- |, 
iana is based upon the supposition that there are 
but three alternatives with regard to the future of |; 
Cuba. The first is its possession by one of the || 
two great European Powers. The committee || 


say: i} 


‘This we have declared to be incompatible with our || 
safety, and have announced to the world that any attempt || 


to consummate it wiH be resisted by all the means in our || 
power,”? | 


| 


To that I am willing to assent. The second ‘| 


been put forth in regard to Cuba, as the key to || alternative is the independence of the island, The 


protectorate, open or disguised.” 


| United States. A 
interest of the United States, I am not so entirely 


the bill proposes to give him.” 


_in the speeches of gentlemen, that war may be 
|| the result of any attempt on our part to obtain 


| and gives to the President of the United States 


| make it. The proposition had frequently been 


_land insists with great earnestness upon this 
| point, I will simply ask him whether he cannot 


| information—I do not wish tobe understood as 











in the very language of the report itself, may in- 

report says: | volve ** the whole civilized world in war.’”’ 
‘“ This independence can only be nominal ; it never could || Mr. SLIDELL. If the Senator wil! read the 
be maintained in fact. In would eventually fall under some report carefully, I think he will find that there is 
’ | no intimation and no expression of any appre- 
That, I imagine, means the protectorate of the || hension the most remote that the acquisition of 
As to whether that would be the |) Cuba by negotiation from Spain would lead to 

any such result. 
fr. KENNEDY. That is the very point I 
am coming to. I trust I may be pardoned if, at 
the expense of being considered a little tiresome, 
| L refer to the citations contained in the report. I 
rely upon them entirely, and they are of such a 
nature that ! am compelled to come to an oppo- 
site conclusion from the honorable Senator. I 
have come to the conclusion that these $30,000,000 
for which I am called to vote, and in regard to the 
application of which Il am a ignorant, will 
involve this country in a war. hatis precisely 
the point I desire to present. 

Mr. Buchanan, in his instructions to Mr. Saun- 
ders, on the 17th of June, 1848, said: 

‘With these considerations in view, the President be- 
lieves that the crisis has arrived when an effort should be 
made to purchase the Island of Cuba from Spain, and he has 
determined to intrust you with the performance of this most 

|, delicate and important duty. The attempt should be made, 

|| in the first instance, in a confidential conversation with the 
Spanish Minister for Foreign Affairs ; a written offer might 
produce an absolute refusal in writing, which would embar- 
rass us hereafter in the acquisition of the island. Besides, 
from the incessant changes in the Spanish Cabinet and pol- 
icy, our desire to make the purchase might thus be made 
known in an official form to foreign Governments, and 
arouse their jealousy and active opposition. Indeed, even 
if the present Cabinet should think favorably of the propo- 
siuon, they might be greatly embarrassed by having it placed 
on record; for, in that event, it would almost certainly, 
through some channel, reach the opposition and become the 
subject of discussion in the Cortes.’? 





clear as I am on the other proposition. The 
third and last alternative, says the report, is an- 
nexation to the United States. This annexation 
is to be by conquest or negotiation: 

** Conquest, even without the hostile interference of 
another European Power than Spain, would be expensive, 


but with such interference, would probably involve the 
whole civilized world in war.’ 


With that declaration of the report I entirely 
agree. 

‘* Tt would, besides, in all probability, lead to servile in 
surrection, and to the great injury, or even total destruc- 
tion of the industry of the island.”? 

That is true. 


* Purchase, then, by negotiation eeems to be the only 
practicable course; and, in the opinion of the committee, 
that cannot be attempted with any reasonable prospect of 
success, unless the President be furnished with the means 
which he has stfgeested in his annual message, and which 


I regret, Mr. President, that in this report there 
is not a single line or word to induce me to be- 
lieve that we can acquire Cuba peaceably by ne- 
gotiation. ‘There has not been a single word 
uttered on this floor which could induce me to 
entertain angsuch belief. No Senator has shown 
to me the manner in which this negotiation is to 
be «conducted, or how the $30,000,000 is to be 
applied, or in what manner it is tobe used. As 
I intimated before, las a Senator, as a member 
of the coérdinate branch of the executive depart- 
ment, of the treaty-making power, am called upon 
to give my advice and consent to a negotiation of 
this sort, with the express and avowed declaration 


Now, he has indicated the very line of policy 
which he was then charging his minister to avoid. 
fe has made an open proposition through the 
councils of our own country, by the introduction 
of a bill appropriating $30,000,000, to be used in 
secret negotiation, contrary to the usage, and, in 
Cuba after the declaration of the Spanish Cortes || ™y humble judgment, contrary to the spirit of the 
that the island is not for sale, and ee any prop- | Constitution. He has asked us to yield to hima 
osition to that effect would be regarded as insult- || power which has been held sacred, under the 
ing, and just cause of war. |, Constitution, hitherto: the right of this body to 
assume the ground that this proposition to hold within its own grasp the full power of action 
appropriate $30,000,000 virtually takes out of the |) Upon all treaties with foreign countries. He goes 
hands of the Senate the treaty-making power, || further in these instructions, and says: 


** At your interview with the Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
you might introduce the subject by referring to the present 
distracted condition of Cuba, and the danger which exists, 
that the population will make an attempt to accomplish a 
revolution.’ 


full authority to use this money as he pleases. 
This is proposed, too, when we have before us, in 
the report, the declaration of the present President 
of the United States, while Secretary of State, in 
his instructions to Mr. Saunders, in 1848, that at 
that time, in no view which he had taken of the 
subject, was there but slight probability that we | 
could treat successfully for the peaceable acquisi- 
tion of Cuba. 
It is a singular fact worthy of note, and which || 
has been already alluded to, that, upon the very 
day, and almost at the very moment, when this 
report of our Committee on Foreign Relations 
was made to the Senate, the steamer arrived in 
New York, bringing the debate in the Cortes of 
Spain, in which it was declared that Spain would 
regard such a proposition as a positive and direct 
insult to her honor and dignity if we ventured to 


This is the old argument which we have again 
on this floor to-day: 


* This must be well known to the Spanish Government: 
In order to convince him of the good taith and friendship 
towards Spain, with which this Government has acted, you 
|| might read to him the first part of my dispatch to General 

Campbell, and the order issued by the Secretary of War to 

the commanding general in Mexico, and to the officer hav 

ing charge of the embarkation of our troops at Vera Cruz. 

You may then touch delicately upon the danger that Spain 

may lose Cuba by a revolution in the island, or that it may 

be wrested from her by Great Britain, should a rupture take 

place between the two countries, arising our of the dismissal 

of Sir Henry Bulwer, and be retained to pay the Spanish 

debt due tothe British bond-holders. You might assure 

him that, whilst this Government is entirely satisfied that 
| Cuba shall remain under the dominion of Spain, we should, 
| in any event, resist its acquisition by any other nation.” 


| This argument of 1848 is the argument of 1859, 


made, had often been pressed upon the consider- |) Without a single change: 


ation of Spain, and in every instance indignantly 
spurned and rejected. Certainly, then, when [ 
am called upon to give my vote in favor of a 
measure like this now, I have a right, at least, to 
ask what are the reasons for supposing, in view 
of all that has transpired, that there is a proba- 
bility of our possessing peaceably the Island of 
Cuba at this time? I have not yet heard them. 

Mr. SLIDELL. As the Senator from Mary- 


“ And, finally, you might inform him that, under all these 
circumstances, the President had arrived at the conclusion 
that Spain might be willing to transfer the island to the 
United States for a fair and full consideration.’’ 

Now, sir, all these considerations were pre- 

| sented; and how was the offer received? With in- 
dignation and contempt. The same language was 
used then, almost verbatim, that has been used 
within the last three months in the Spanish Cortes. 
| Now, I ask what other assurances has the Presi- 
dent had, since these instructions were written by 
himself, as Secretary of State, to Mr. Saunders; 
| whatassurance has he, in the face of the late decla- 
ration of the Spanish Cortes, to induce him to 
believe that he can now acquire Cuba by peace- 
able negotiation? Not one line nor one word that 
has been written or spoken, by any advocate of 
the acquisition of Cuba, convinces me, or has 
Mr. KENNEDY. Ifthe President has infor- || shown to the country at large, that there is the 
mation of that sort, I certainly have a right to || slightest hope or probability of our acquiring Cuba 
know something about it before 1 am called upon |} without violence. 


to vote on SO momentous a question as this, which, Mr. Buchanan is not the only gentleman who 


very well imagine that the President may possess 


intimating that he has—which induces him to be- 
lieve the acquisition by negotiation possible or 
probable, aoa that it would be of a nature which 
it would not be proper to communicate to the 
Senate? 





nec 


| 
: &. 
: 
4 
} 
- 
: 
- 
? 
i 
Hy 
&. 
Le 
P 


° 


ma 





1348 


has been at the head of the State Department who 
has entertained the same opinion; because I find 
‘hat in every citation made by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, in his report, the idea runs 
through all the dispatches of our Secretaries of 
State that Cuba was not to be annexed to the Uni- 
ted States without violence, or without a rupture 
of some kind. Even in Mr. Everett’s letter, lst 
December, 1852, to the Count de Sartiges, this 
intimation is clearly made, in his rejection of 
the joint proposition of the French and British 
Governments for a tripartite treaty, which he re- 
fused to accede to. I find that,in 1653, Mr. Marcy, 
in his dispatch to Mr, Soulé, made use of this 


language: 


‘Onur minister at Madrid, during the administration of 


President Polk, was instructed to ascertain if Spain was dis 
posed to transfer Cuba to the United States for a liberal pe- 
caniary consideration. I do not understand, however, that 
it was at that time the policy of this Governmentto acquire 
that stand. unless its inhabitants were very generally dis 
posed to concur in the transfer.”? 


I desire Senators from the South to mark this 
language, because there is a doubt conveyed in 
every word of it: 


* Under certain conditions the United States might be 
willing to purchase it; but itus scarcely expected that you 
will find Spain, should you attempt to ascertain her views 
upon the subject, at all inclined to enter into such a nego 
tation, There is reason to believe thatshe is under obliga 
tions to Great Britain and France not to transfer this island 
to the United States. Were there nothing else to justily 
this behef but the prompiness with which these two Powers 
sent their naval forces to her aid in the late Cuban disturb- 
ances; the proposition tor a tripartite convention to guaranty 
(Cuba to Spain ; and, what is more significant than either of 
the above facets, the sort of joint protest by England and 
France, to which I advertedin my instructions to Mr. Buch 
nnan, against some of the views presented in Mr. Everett's 
letter of the 2d of December last, to Mr. Sartiges, the French 
mineter, would alone be satisfactory proof of such an ar 
rangement Independent of any embarrassment of this 
nature, there are many other reasons for believing that Spain 
will pertinaciously hold on to Cuba, and that the separa 
tion, Whenever it takes place, will be the work of violence.”? 

That was the last instruction given by the Sec- 
retary of State to Mr. Soulé, and it was there re- 
garded that, under no possible contingency, could 
we take possession of Cuba without violence. In 
the opening of this report there is a quotation 
from Mr. Jefferson, to this effect: 

‘* It will be objected to our receiving Cuba that no limit 
can then be drawn to our future acquisitions. Cuba can 
be defended by us without a navy,and this develops the 
principle which ought to limit our views. 
ever be accepted which would require a navy to detend it.”” 

I think, Mr. President, from all that has oc- 
curred up to the present lime, it 1s pretty well 


established that Spain has placed herself under | 


some obligation to Great Britain and France not 
to transfer the island to us; which, if true, would 
require an immense navy to defend, even if we 
could get possession without a navy. ‘Then, sir, 
if we are to have a war for Cuba, it brings me to 
the consideration of the question in another as- 
pect. Ifthe national honor, if the national faith, 
if the pride of the American people were involved 
in this matter; if the permanency of the Union 
depetided upon it; or if it stood across the broad 
pathway of our advancement to a high position 
of just and durable glory, then 1 would look atit 
in another light; but lam free to declare, and I 
say it with full deliberation, and upon a calm 
consideration of the whole subject, there is more 
of evil than of geod in the acquisition of Cuba in 
any aspect of the case. When the early fathers 
of our country intimated that it might be a desir- 

acquisition, and one which would advance 
interests of this country, other,and more se- 
biOUs que suons of a secuuonal character were not 
then so imminent and dangerous to this Union as 
now. -A different phase has come over this land. 
‘The pure fountains of liberal principles, of repub- 
liean, constitutional government, thatgushed forth 
trom the rocks of the Revolution have been tainted 
by the poisonous effects of foreign influence. The 
whole character of this Government is undergo- 
ing a serious and a vital change. ‘There are ques- 
tions connected with this idea of progress and 
expansion, that, sooner or later, will change the 
destiny of this free and happy country. 

‘To show that | am not alone in the view I have 
presented, that we cannot acquire Cuba without 
the probability of a rupture, | shall refer to the 
speeches of the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
\’van} and the honorable Senator from Louisiana, 
{| Mr. Bensamin.] The Senator from Ohio, in his 
speech, says: 


** While I shall vote for this bill, and especially with some . 


Nothing should | 
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} restriction as to the amount which may be tendered, I am 
not san@uine of success in the negotiation; bat when that 
sball have failed, or been refused, another duty awatts the 
President as well as ourselves. It 9s, to notify Spain that 
she must arm the Captain General of Cuba with diplomatic 
powers; that no further complaint will be made by the 
United States, at the Court of Madrid, on account of out 
rages comuitied under his jurisdiction ; that, upon the next 
oceasion of senous mjury to Our citizens In Cuba. redress 
will be demanded on the spot, and exacted, if need be, at 
the cannon’s mouth.” * * * * 


* With Great Britain, sir, and Great Britain fortified by | 
the addition of French valor and arms, we must henceforth 


contend—a contest not only for predominance over this 
continent, but for predominance and fame throughout the 
,world and for ages tocome. The elements of an issue so 
fearful (and fearful, indeed, it is) have been gathering, si 
lently and surely, ever since the flag of our Republic was 
carried in trinminph to the capital of Mexico; and whatever 
the arts of diplomacy, or how earnestly soever we consult 
that wisdom which closes ita eyes to an unpleasant conse 
quence, the issue cannot be avoided, nor much longer post- 
pone da. * * * * * * * 

**As I have no confidence in the ‘ explanations’ vonch 
eafed to us with regard to Lord Clarendou’s speech, T 
expectand believe that any serious attempt on our part to 
acquire Cuba, by negotiation or otherwise, will be ob- 
structed.’ 

There is the broad deciaration of the honorable 
Senator from Ohio, that Cuba cannot be acquired 


peaceably, although he advocates the yeport of the | 


committee which is based on that idea, and asksus 
to appropriate $30,000,000 to secure that object. 
That gentleman made an eloquent and an able 
speech, reviewing the advantages to result, com. 
mercially, from the acquisition of Cuba, without 
the slightest reference whatever to its political 
effect upon the institutions of our country. Ido 
him the credit to say that he has abl stated his 
case. ‘The same line of argument was taken up 
by the honorable Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
BENJAMIN, | whose eloquent speech I listened to 
with great interest and pleasure. That honorable 
Senator gave a full account of the horrors of 
emancipation in the West Indies, and the injury 
done by it to the English colonies, and the deso- 


lation that had fallen upon the commerce and | 
wealth of Jamaica, of San Domingo,and of Hayti; 


but he stopped short of the very point I desired 


to be informed on, and that was, the effect of the 
acquisition of Cuba upon the political future of | 


the United States. In the conclusion of his spéech 
he promulgated a doctrine which I am sure will 


not meet & response In the conservative heart of | 


the American people. This point I shall allude to 
hereafter. 

He has also, in his advocacy of this measure, 
said much of the effect that the acquisition of Cuba 
would have upon the condition of slaves in the 
island, and those unfortunate beings whom he de- 
scribed as ‘* raw material, to be worked up into 
sugar,’’ by the present regulations for supplying 
adequate labor to make theit present amount. 
am always happy to hear of regulations and whole- 
some laws made for the amelioration of slaves, (1 
believe this is the sentiment of every right-minded 
man in the South;) but I do not stand here to 
denounce the institution of slavery. Unlike other 
ventiemen who do not understand that institution 
as well as | do, Lam free to declare that, for the 
African, it is the best condition in which he ean, 
by possibility,.be placed. The slaves of our own 
country, viewed simply as a laboring class, are 
better fed, better cared for, have fewer charges, 
have less to concern them, than any people upon 
the face of the earth; and, in my judgment, they 
are the happiest race of laboring people in the 
world. If you put the question of slavery simply 
on that view of the case, lam an advocate of the 


institution of slavery. Lam not only an advocate | 
of the institution for the sake of the negro, but, | 


in certain localities, for those interests which de- 
pend on slavery for their full and profitable devel- 
opment, I take the ground that the South cannot 
be independent of the institution of slavery. Tne 


southern States of this Union, divested of slavery, | 


could not enter into a competition with the virgin 
lands of the northwestern States, in the cultiva- 
tion of the same products. There is a large region 
of country in the southwest adapted to the culti- 
vation ofa particularstaple, which cannot be raised 
without slave labor. Lam perfectly aware that | 


gentlemen of the North do not believe this prop- || 


osition; but nevertheless the assertion is true. 

| have not one word to say against slavery. I 
indorse every word that was said by the honor- 
able Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Benzamiy} in | 
his truthful picture of slavery on one side, and the | 


brutish barbarity resulting from emancipation in i 
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|| the West India Islands, upon the other. | have 
seen enough to know that the negro does 
flourish under freedom. He wants the superior 
intellect, the kind and controlling care of his mas- 
ter, to guide him, to take care of him, and to pro- 
mote his usefulness. I hope, therefore, not to | 
misunderstood when I speak against the propo- 
sition for the acquisition of Cuba, in this connec. 
tion. But, sir, | have rather digressed from the 
proper course of argument. I desire to quote g 
few passages, from the speech of the honorable 
Senator from Louisiana: 
‘* Now, Mr. President, bringing this discourse to a Close 
I desire to say, in a few words, what my view is in relation 
to the policy of this country. I would propose, as the Pres. 
ident proposes, the purchase of the [sland of Cuba from the 
Government of Spain. If that be refused, if it be supposed 
that Spanish pride or Spauish dignity is involved in the 
|, Proposition fo such an extent as to make it impossible for 
them to cede it, I would then say to Spain: if you wit} 
not cede the island to us, grant independence to your syb 
jects there, and we will pay you a reasonable equivalent for 
the abandonment of your revenues, and make settlement 
hereatter with the people of Cuba for our advances,’ » 


hot 


se 


To that independence, | have no sort of ob- 
jection. [am free to say, that L would rather sep 
Cuba occupy that position than any other, But, 
he added: 


‘+ If this offer be again refused, then let us announce to 
Spain inadvance, that whenever opportunity shail offer we 
are ready aud resolute to offer to the people of Cuba the 
same aid that England offered to the other Spanish colo- 
nies; the same alliance, offensive and defensive, which 
France so nobly tendered to usin the hour of our darkest 
peril. Tell her that we shall repair the wrong by us done to 
the generation now passing away in Cuba when we impeded 
their efforts tor gaining their independence, by affording to 
the presentgeneration our aid, countenance, and assistance, 
Tell her that, when the Cubans shall have conquered their 
independence, theirs shall be the right of remaining a sep 
arate Republic, if they so prefer; that we will cherish, aid, 
and protect them from all foreign interference, and wil! 
draw close the bonds of a mutual, sovial, and commercial 
intercourse, that shall be of incalculable benefit to both.” 


From that sentiment I feel constrained to dis- 
sent. Itinevitably looks to war for the acquisition 
of Cuba. What, sir, let me ask, here upon the 
floor of the American Senate, would be said if 
England should declare to-day to the southern 
States, * free your slaves, or we will givé aid and 
comfort to them?’’ This doctrine of interference 
is not the American sentiment. Our mission is 
the peaceful pursuits of gain, of domestic tran- 
quillity, and to secure the blessings of liberty to 
} ourselves and our posterity; no entangling alli- 

ances with foreign countries; no mixing up with 
the policy of foreign Governments. The doctrine 
of non-intervention, as an American principle, has 
been broadly declared in both Houses of Con- 
gress—the right of the people to govern them- 
selves. [I very much question whether, in any 
point of view, it would, be to our interest to de- 
part from this principle, to depart from the time- 
honored policy of the Government, and commit 
ourselves to a question involving so much of 
doubtfal expediency and uncertainty either for 
the freedom of Cuba or the enlargement of her 
trade. We have local questions that are now agi- 
, tating this country to its very center—questions 
arising out of this very subject of slavery. Sir, 
do you suppose that if a treaty was signed and 
| proposed to-day, to annex Cuba, with her three 
hundred thousand free negroes, four or five hun- 
dred thousand slaves, and a similar number of 
Cubans, ignorant of our institutions and our lan- 
guage, there would be no agitation when the dec- 
' laration is made by the opposite side of the Cham- 
ber, that they will have no more slave territory? 
Would it not create an agitation which would 
shake this Government to its center ? Have you 
not seen the violent throes of party feeling almost 
strong enough to rend this Government in twain 
upon a much less exciting matter than this—the 
| bare possibility of this Government having placed 
at its head a member of the northern section of 
the country supposed to be inimical to the insti- 
tution of slavery? What has all the discussion 
about Kansas been for? Has not the doctrine of 
no more extension of slave territory been boldly 
declared, and made the test of party organiza- 
tion? Gentlemen,in view of all this, and with 
the scenes of the last session of Congress still be- 
fore them, are calmly considering the possibility 
of the peaceful acquisition of Cuba, by which five 
or six hundred thousand slaves will be brought 
into this country by one single act, with three 
| hundred thousand free negroes. ‘The honor- 
able Senator from Wisconsin, {Mr. DooritTTLe,] 
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asked, with great pertinence, what we were to do 
with the free negroes we already have? Sir, I can 
answer his question in part. With the drain 
that would be upon the old slave States to furnish 
labor to sugar and cotton, adrain which we now 
eoriously feel, it would be but a short time when 
free né eroes would be all that remained to us. 

Mr. President, these are considerations of most 
momentous importance. In my view, these meas- 
ures, if accomplished and carried out, tend not 
only to the disturbance of political parties, but to 
the entire subversion of principle in this country, 
and, not only that, but to the dissolution of the 
Union as it now exists. Although I do not be- 
lieve it is an easy matter to divide this Union, I 
think our present form of Government will be 
changed. i think that party spirit, sectional jeal- 
ousies, and the advocacy of what I conceive to 


be a mistaken view of State rights, will so fritter | 


away the power of your Federal Government that 
your Constitution will be but a rope of sand, to 
he disrerarded and to be spurned in the hour when 
you most require it to hold you together. You 
can abolish a Constitution; you can change a Gov- 
ernment; but you cannot divide a continent of free 
people into two separate Republics. 

I may be asked how this Government will be 
broken up? answer, because you have not the 
powerin your Government here to enforce the ob- 


lizations of the Constitution. These are bold sen- 


timents to utter, but Lam happy to have an oppor. | 


tunity to give utterence to them, because I believe 
them to be true. I am as devoted to the principles 
upon which this Union was formed as any man 
who lives under the flag of the country; but I 
have seen a policy ingrafted upon the institutions 
of the country which must sap the very founda- 
tions of the Government; and I am bold to de- 
clare that I have no confidence in the permanency 
of the present Constitution with all the sectional 


jealousies and conflicting interests which have | 


grown up in the wild and reckless struggle for 
party ascendency, and the open disregard that is 
proclaimed against the obligations of its laws. 
The doctrine of State rights applied very well 
when there was danger of a strong consolidated 
central Government. It applied very well when 
there was a disposition to concentrate all power 
in the General Government. In the early histor 
of this country, it was predicted that its growth 
would bring about results which were then de- 
nied and denounced by an opposite party—the 
party, I mean, advocating the power of the States 
over the Federal Government. That would ap- 
ply very well as long as we were a homogeneous 


} 
race of people, as long as we were bound together 


by the recollection of common troubles and com- 
mon trials; as long as we were bound together by 
the remembrance of a common cause of oppres- 
sion and a common deliverance. 

But, sir, that day has passed. Our country 
has prospered; her fertile plains are expansive, 
broad, and rich in all that contribute to the wealth 
and happiness of man. People from every clime 
have been brought under the egis of our Consti- 
tution. Our interests have spread far from the 
centralGovernment. Under the doctrine of State 
rights, the doctrine of the right of the States to 
put their own construction on the Constitution of 
the United States, you have now come to that 
pass that you have no common interpretation of 
your laws; the Supreme Court is derided and 
scorned; threats have been made against its per- 
manency; denunciation has been hurled against 
that branch of your Government, the only sheet- 
anchor of your liberties, upon which all law must 
rest, and all the security you have, not only for | 
your political rights, but for your individual rights 
and property. Your Government has come to 
that pass, to-day, when it is almost impotent to. 
enforce the plainést requirements of its laws in 


the preservation of the peace of the ater | 
e re- 


These, Mr. President, may, perhaps, 
garded as unpopular sentiments, but I care noth- | 


ing for popularity in the exposition of what I || 


believe to be adangerous condition of affairs grow- 
ing up in the country, and one which must tend, 
if not arrested, to the utter destruction of all that | 
we have most cherished and regarded as wise and | 
good in our history. 
_ Upon this particular subject of the consolida- | 
tion of power, permit me to say here that I have 
witnessed ,in my short experience, deplorable evi- | 
dence of the fact that men, however honest and | 
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sincere in theiradvocacy of what they believe tobe || the interests of the country, and violative of the 


constitutional obligations, have been oftentimes 
seduced into the position of yielding the most 
vital principles of the Government. I have found 
gentlemen from my section of the Union, but of 
a different party from myself, with whom I have 
affiliated and delighted to affiliate upon every 
question notin conflict with my own views of law 
and constitutional obligation—gentlemen stand- 
ing under the same banner and wearing the same 
party uniform—advocating sentiments directly 
opposite to and in conflict one with another. In 
old times, I was called a consolidationist, having 
acted formerly with the Whig party. I was de- 
nounced as belonging to that odious party which 
destred to consolidate all power in the hands of 


| the Government and take it from the people. 1 


have been thus denounced by members of that 
party which now has upon your table, Mr. Presi- 
dent, two bills ofa more dangerous tendency, more 
directly tending to the consolidation of power in 
the hands of one man than all that the old Whig 
party, and all that the old Federal party, ever did. 
I say, there are now before this body two meas- 
ures which will tend more to the consolidation of 


power than all that has ever been done by any | 


party in this country, in all its previous history. 
I allude to this bill now before us to put into the 
hands of the President $30,000,000 to negotiate a 
treaty, and if a treaty should be the result, and 
should prove to be adverse to the interest of the 
country or the views of the Senate, our $30,000,000 


| would be lost; or we must ratify the treaty to save 


the money, at any expense—even at the expense 
of the honor of the nation. a 
The other bill to which I allude in connection 
with that, is to give the Executive of this Govern- 
ment, elected by the voice of the people, and who 


| professes to bow in humble submission to the 


will of the majority at all times, the absolute power 
to control the destinies of this nation, by placing 
at his disposal the Army and Navy, upon any 
occasion whatever, when he may see fitto redress 
any wrongs committed by foreign Powers against 
the citizens of the United States. These two are 
measures of consolidation, far outstripping any 
proposition that ever came from the old Federal 
party; a union of purse and sword, conferring 
upon the President of this free Republic a power 
which even Louis Napoleon would not dare to 
exercise, in all the fullness of his pride and au- 


| thority. 


Gentlemen of the Democratic party around me 
advocate one day the giving away of the whole 
public domain of the United States, not for pur- 
poses of general benefit to the States, who are the 
owners of the domain, but to squatters and set- 
tlers from the whole world; not to give them to the 
States, under a general distribution law, for the 
purposes of education, or the improvement of 


| rivers and harbors, or other great matters of vital 


interest to the States, but to give them away to 


| settlers; thus offering a bonus to emigration from 


the old States, to be left with debt and deserted 
fields, as well as to the outpourings of the lazar- 
houses of the Old World, and to the discontented 
and disturbed spirits from every quarter of the 
globe. And when thus induced to come here, 
the wrong is further augmented by extending to 
them a cheap and easy franchise, upon a simple 
declaration of intention to become citizens, allow- 
ing them to vote and tocontrol the institutions of 
this country, before they know scarcely one word 
of our language, or have the ‘smallest compre- 


| hension of what the principles and laws of this 


Government require. 

Again: I have heard gentlemen of this same 
Democratic party, and especially my honorable 
friend from Alabama, (Mr. Cray,] ‘with much 
learning and ability, oppose a proposition to 
give to the old States of the Union a portion of 
this great domain, to whom it rightfully belongs, 


|| while other gentlemen, a majority of his own 


party, have proposed S the whole to all the 
world for settlement. hen it was proposed to 
give a portion of the public land to the old States, 
for the purpose of agricultural education, the sen- 
sibility of my learned friend from Alabama was 
terribly shocked. He opposed it as the grossest 


violation of the spirit of the Constitution that | 


had ever been presented on this floor. I admire 
the honesty and the zeal of that, gentleman. I 
believe him to be cunscientious in his opposition 


to a measure that he conceived to be dangerous to | 


Constitution. But it is passing strange that gen- 
tlemen who have such a diversity of sentim nt 
and views of the Constitution should all belong to 
the same corps, and march to the same music, 
with the same banner waving over their heads, 
inscribed with that most comprehensive word, 
** Democracy,’? which seems to embrace every 
degree and shade of party definition. 

We are also called upon to consider a bill 
passed by the popular branch of this Govern- 
ment, against which the honorable Senator has 
made a report, which appropriates $8,000,000 of 
money to those who have fought for the honor of 
this country. Surely, sir, if any one class is en- 
titled to the favor of this Government more than 
another, it is the old soldiers who have risked 


their lives in guarding and defending it, rather 


than the people ofa far-off land, strangers in heart, 
strangers in feeling, and strangers to our institu- 
tions. 

Sir, I only mention these facts to show how 
gentlemen of the same party differ on these ques- 
tions. I speak asa southern man with all my 
interests, all my feelings, all my affinities, all my 
associations with the people of the South, and I 
am constrained to say that they have overstated 
their list of grievances, and that they have under- 
estimated the position of the conservative pagéion 
of the northern States. 

Now, Mr. President, allow me to go back one 
step to notice another view of this question, I 


| have already said, and I think the report fully 


bears me out, that the acquisition of Cuba, with- 
out violence, is not contemplated. The honora- 
ble Senator from Florida [Mr. Manrory] admit- 
ted the fact, and I find in a speech made in the 
other House by a member from Louisiana, a very 
different view ts presented from that taken by the 
Senator from Louisiana. I profess, at least, to 
know something of the political economy of the 
southern States, and I dissent entirely from the 
view expressed by many gentlemen, as to the 
cifect of the annexation of Cuba on the southern 
States, which we are to seize under the bill giving 
power to the President, if it cannot be obtained in 
any more quiet manner; and while upon this ques- 
tion of seizing Cuba, and holding it, allow me to 
consider for a moment, how we are to hold Cuba 


; against either France or England, or both, if 


they choose to dissent. The honorable Senator 
from Florida has intimated to-day, clearly, that 
there is an understanding between Spain and 
England in regard to it. I have, before me, in a 
book, from which my honorable friend from Lou- 
isiana quoted very freely, the celebrated declara- 


tion of Lord Clarendon, when he says: 


| confined to the 


“ The union between the two Governments has not been 
Jastern question. The happy accord and 
good understanding between France and England, have 


| been extended beyond the Eastern policy to the policy af- 


fecting all parts of the world; and I am heartily rejoiced to 
say, that there is no portion of the two hemispheres with re- 
gard to which the policy of the two countries, however here- 
tofore antagonistic, is not now in entire harmony.”’ 
These and other evidences most conclusively 
prove to my mind the trath of the declaration 
made by Mr. Marcy, in 1853, that there is a se- 
cret understanding between Spain and England 


| that we are not to have Cuba without violence. 
Then let me ask the Senate, in the first place, 


how are we to hold Cuba, if by any possibility 
we shall get possession of it? What is the power 
of your country? While it is great upon the 
continent, what means of transportation to the 
Island of Cuba have you? How are you to trans- 


| port your men; how are you to defend the coast 


of that island from the assaults of any strong 
military power? The honorable Senator from 
Missouri, {Mr. Pork,] inhis description of Cuba, 
told us of not less than fifty-three ports in the 


| island. What is the disposable force of the Uni- 


_ ted States Navy? Whathave you shown in — 


demonstration against Paraguay? What has been 
that invincible armada, that we have sent to en- 
force indemnity against a poor, weak Power, 
scarcely cae among the nations of the 
earth? Canal boats and side-wheel steamers and 
open-decked vessels, one half of which may never 


| reach their destination, and the other half worth- 
, less when they arrive there. The great American 


people, with a larger commercial marine than any 
other Power on the face of the earth, presents the 
humiliating aspect of a disposable naval force of 
only fifty-seven ships and vessels of all kinds. 
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Our commerce is in every sea; our flag is flying 
in every quarter of the globe. 

Suppose, sir, that England should assume the 
position which she has already threatened; sup- 
pose, as was intimated by the honorable Senator 
from Florida to-day,* England should stand by 
und allow Spain to Africanize Cuba: what power 
have we to prevent such a calamity? Our whole 
fifty-seven ships, if concentrated, could not hold 
that island for twenty-four hours, or put men 
enough there to prevent a servile insurrection, 
The probability of the Africanization of Cuba was 
put with great force to-day by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Florida; but I should like to know the 
difference between Cuba Africanized and Hayti 
Africanized. Cuba is said to be one hundred and 
forty miles from the capes of Florida. 
Cuba should become one of the States of the 
Union: we should then be only sixty miles from 
an Africanized Power, for lL understand it is about 
sixty miles from Cuba to Hayti. Then, what do 
we gain by itin this view? Nothing. 

But, sir, if we ac quire Cuba by purchase, what 
are we to buy? The sovereignty of the island, 
the right to take care of it, the right to defend it, 
the right to fight for it; and far that, what are we 
to pay? One hundred and fifty million dollars, 
or perhaps $200,000,000. Have gentlemen con- 
sidered the fatal drain that it will be on the other 
sofMfiern States? It has bee again and 
again, that the acquisition of Cuba by the United 
States will at once put an end to the slave trade 
with the coast of Africa; and it has been further 
asserted that itrequires from twenty totwenty-five 
thousand slaves a year to be imported into Cuba to 
produce the present amount of sugar raised in 
the island. Have gentlemen considered the effect 
that such a drain will have on these States? I rec- 
ollect well the effect upon the old States of the 
opening of Alabama and Mississippi. The State 
of Virginia has not yet recovered from it. In con- 
equence of the abstraction of her population and 
capital and means to settle those States, she this 
day makes an exhibit of fourteen or fifteen mil- 
lion acres of unoccupied lands within her limits. 
Although she possesses the finest climate, the 
greatest variety of soil, with water power and 
mineral wealth in abundance, her people have 
been going, almost in a regular exodus, year by 
year, to othercountries where their labor has been 
more remunerative. If Cuba is annexed to this 
Union, [ desire to present this argument to the 
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people of Maryland and Virginia and all the mid- * 


die States. We now have a competition for our 
labor with the cotton States of the Southwest, on 
which labor we depend for the-working of our 
fields and the value of our lands; with the plant- 
ing States on one side and the richer and more 
fertile fields of the Northwest, producing the same 
staples with us, on the other. The drain that has 
been going on from slave grain-zrowing States 
has almost entirely depopulated some parts of the 
southern country. As I said before, Virginia now 
has fourteen or fifteen million acres of unoccu- 
pied land, because the products of her soil do not 
bring a remunerative price to the laborer who has 
been employed in its culuvation. ‘The southern 
planting States have a demand for a particular 
staple, the production of which is A monopoly in 
the world. Cotton is not raised in sufficient 
quantity to meet the demand. ‘The price of it is 
controlled by no accidents or casualties, except 
the casualties of seasons and of planting. Noth- 
ing of tariff regulations, nothing of governmental 
policy, can affect it; there is always A certain 
and steady market for all that is raised at high 
remunerative prices. 

On a former occasion, I showed that, in the cot- 
ton-growing States of the Union, there was an area 
of five hundred and eighty-nine thousand square 
miles, embracing something like two million five 
hundred thousand acres of land, from the twenty- 
seventh parallel, in Florida, to the thirty-fifth par- 
allel, in Arkansas, and from the Atlantic to the 
Rio Grande, producing a staple of peculiar qual- 
ity, which is required to a greater extent in the 
manufactures of England, the continent, and the 
United States, than we have the labor to supply; 
and it cannot be supplied from any other portion 
of the world, and is restricted here by the want of 
labor, which can only be furnished from our own 
ficlds in the grain-growing districts of the South. 
I: iscomputed that, in the cotton zone of the United 
States, there are sixty million acres of land adapted 


to the cultivation of first-grade cotton; while, to 


supply the present crop of three million five hun- 
dred thousand bales, being seven tenths of all the 
cotton grown, we have under cultivation, allow- 
ing one half bale to the acre, only some seven or 
eight million acres, out of this entire area of five 
hundred and eighty-nine thousand square miles. 
Thus, it must be apparent, while there is this con- 
trolling demand for labor in the more remunera- 


| tive cotton-fields, the southern grain States are 


brought into a most unequal competition for labor 
to produce their staples, which are grown to the 
enormous amount, throughout the country, of 
$2,000,000 ,000, and with an export of less than an 
average of $50,000,000, of all kinds of production 
from the grain-growing and provision sections, 
embracing more than half the States of the Union; 
while the planting States of the South, with a 
white population of not more than three million, 
enjoy a monopoly of two thirds of all the exports 
of the country, the principal part of which is cot- 
ton grown by not more than one million hands. 
The people of the southern grain States, witha 
white population of less than five million, have to 
compete with the free labor and fresh lands of the 
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the large balance to be consumed by persons en- 
gaged in other pursuits at home. 

It is by this diversified system that Maryland 
has been able to maintain herself against tho 
crushing effects of an adverse governmental pol- 
icy. The condition of some of her sister States 
is different. , The State of Virginia, strugeline 
against the effects of high prices for her slave },, 
bor in the cotton-fields, and low prices for b 
grain, the result of a depressed home market, 
in to the southwestern States, in 1857, over sey. 
enteen thousand effective laboring hands. What 
was the number from my own State and North 
and South Carolina, 1 have no means of know. 
ing; but from Maryland, the emigration of thyt 
class of our population was large. The present 
condition of these States presents a most serioug 


a- 
er 
sent 


' question of political economy; the competition for 


northwest and western States for their proportion 


of the $50,000,000 of exports. 

This demand for slave labor is fast draining the 
middle States of their labor, and bringing down 
the price of land; emigration is continually going 
on; and while all other sections have the advant- 
age, either resulting from cheap new lands or from 
the character of the staple they grow, we of the 


middle States see this continual drain upon our 


pgpulation, with no hope of a better condition, 
unless the policy of the Government should be 


| such as to afford a healthy stimulus to the indus- 


trial pursuits, enabling us, through those chan- 
nels, to obtain better prices for our produce,which 


| is raised in such large amount, and which de- 


pends almost entirely upon our home market for 


| consumption. Why, Mr. President, I hear much 


of free trade; now, sir, let us see how nwich free 
trade we actually have. 


yearly; allowing one half of this amountto be con- 


' sumed by the producer, deduct from the remain- 


der $310,000,000 exports, leaves $1,190,000,000 
to be bought and sold in the home market of the 
United States upon the only real principle of free 
trade. ‘This vast amount of production has to be 
consumed by those engaged in other pursuits; and 
if the policy of the Government should be such as 
to open our doors by taking off all restrictions to 


_the manufactures of Europe, by excessive im- 


portations, by creating an unjust competition with 
that large class of our people who depend upon 
industrial pursuits, (more than one half of the 
whole population of the country,) by not foster- 


ing those great interests which are directly con- 


means, in great part, from this class, to consume 
this large surplus at such prices as would be re- 
munerative to the land owner of the southern 
grain States. 

Mr. President, I may take this occasion to say, 
in this connection, that [ am in favor of a finan- 
cial policy which, while raising adequate revenue 
for the Government upon a scale commensurate 
with a liberal system of improvement and in ac- 
cordance with the requirements of the country, 
will, at the same time, afford, by proper discrim- 
ination, encouragement to such great interests as 
are affected by foreign competition; this is a part 
of my American creed. Sir, the State of Mary- 
land, with only six hundred thousand people, of 
ali classes, shows the great advantages of diversi- 


| fied labor and the intimate connection between 


manufactures and agriculture. 
she presents a better balance-sheet than most of 
our southern neighbors; by tables in my posses- 
sion | show that Maryland has some twenty- 
three cotton factories, consuming, daily, fifty 


| thousand pounds of raw eotton, worth over 


$6,000, which, at three hundred days working 
time, would amount to $1,800,000. These cot- 


ton factories are a part of a manufacturing sys- 
_ tem, embracing a variety of other kinds, which 


»roduce an aggregate sum, yearly, of $45,000,000. 
~ 1850, Maryland had twenty-two thousand 
farms, producing $20,000,000 of agricultural pro- 
duce, of which $3,000,000, including $2,000,000 
of tobacco, were exported outof the State, leaving 


It is estimated that | 
the gross production of the country is about | 
$3,000,000,000 in agriculture and manufactures | 


For this reason | 


| millions of acres of the richest lan 


our labor, and other inducements held out to our 
people to emigrate, must bring down the price of 
laitd; emigration goes past us to the fresh and 
cheap lands of the West, and labor cannot be ob. 
tained, even at such prices as the products of the 
country could not bear. In Maryland, there are 
now large tracts of fine lands, in i glades of the 
Alleghanies, accessible to market, lying waste, 
which can be boughtat one and two dollarsanacre; 
in the old, settled counties of the State, the slaye 
emigration has for years been tending to the South- 
west, leaving behind it desolated homesteads and 
deserted fields. The same picture will apply with 
a deeper and darker coloring to Virginia. With 
to be found 
in virgin freshness and fertility throughout the 
whole range of her transalleghany borders, clothed 
with immense forests of heavy timber; with soil 
and climate adapted to the cultivation of every 
cereal; with mines of inexhaustible minerals; with 
water-power to develop and work up these great 
elements of wealth, yet she receives nothing from 


/ emigration, but has contributed most largely to 


| and the slave labor of the planting States. 


the settlenfentand development of her sister States 
of the West and Southwest. 

When you consider the effect of this drain on 
the grain-growing slave States, you sée at once 
what an unequal competition we are brought into 
between the free-labor of the northwestern States, 
And 


| now, Mr. President, [ take occasion to say that 


if the annexation of Cuba is to be made a meas- 
ure of sectional policy, if it is intended to unfte 
the people of the South upon it, I, for one, must 
dissent, because by the acquisition of Cubs we 


| not only put the middle States into a more une- 
— contest with the planting States, but increase 
t 


1e disadvantages of their position by the further 
abstraction of labor from this country into the 
sugar-fields of Cuba. 
But how does it come that the people of Lou- 
isiana and the southern States are the advocates 


| of the acquisition of Cuba? I recollect well that 
| nected with the agricultural sections, you take the || 


a few years ago, gentlemen told me all through 
the South that it was utterly impossible to raise 


| sugar withouta specific duty of two centsa pound, 


| or what was equivalent to it. 


We are raising, | 
understand, about one hundred and forty thou- 
sand tons, under the protection given by the pres- 
ent tariff. It is a forced cultivation in this coun- 
try. Take the duty off by the annexation of 
Cuba; bring the sugar of Cuba to our ports on a 
footing of equality with that of Louisiana, and 
what becomes of all the sugar lands of the United 
States? What becomes of that great sugar inter- 


| est which has been so much talked about, and so 


much fostered by the Government? Can the peo- 


_ ple of Louisiana maintaina competition with Cuba 


without any duty, when heretofore it has been 
announced that they could not compete without 
aspecific duty of two cents a.pound? But, let me 
present this question in another point. More than 
half the land in Cuba is owned by non-residents 
—by persons residing in Spain. It is said that 
some five hundred thousand slaves will be poured 


/ into Cuba from the slave States of this Union. 


The property will be bought from non-residents, 
property $ 

or those who will retire to Spain; and the conse- 
quence will be, in the course of five years, an ab- 


| straction of not less than $1,000,000,000 from the 


i 
i} 


il 


active capital of the United States. Then, con- 


sider the interest upon that sum, and the cost of 


maintaining an army to protect Cuba, and the cost 
of a large navy, which will also be necessary tO 
defend it. It will be the inauguration of a new 
epoch in your country’s history. You will be 


or 
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obliged to have a large army and navy to proteot 
not only the Island of Cuba, but your own coun- 
try, from foreign aggression; and, if this bill shall 
ass, 1 am prepared to offer to the Senate a prop- 
osition for the building of one hundred steamers, 
and an increase of the standing Army to the extent 
pot less than thirty thousand men. These may 


be considered wild and visionary views of mine, | 


but let it be remembered that if we are to have 


a war with England and France, or should drift | 


into one inan attemptto wrest Cuba from Spain, 
we shall have to contend against a combined fleet 
of fifteen hundred ships, while we show but fifty- 
seven. 
sand miles of coast-line to defend. We have no 
forts that could defend our coast against the at- 
tack of an enemy like England or France. 
vhole frontier is exposed; and every city upon 
the Atlantic coast might be laid in ashes before 
the declaration of war was fully announced to the 
country. 

These are considerations for the people of this 
country. These are questions for them fully to 
deliberate upon. If we are to take Cuba by vio- 
lence, we must be prepared to inaugurate this new 
epoch; we must be prepared to change the whole 
policy ofour country, and to maintain large stand- 
ing armies, and increase the Navy to an extent 
commensurate, at least, with the expanded sea- 
coast that we have to defend. 

But, Mr. President, | have another objection 
to this bill. 
What, let me ask, is the immediate ne- 
cessity? Whatis the imminent danger that we 
are now threatened with from Cuba? Whatis the 
difference between the position that we now main- 
tain, and that in which we have found ourselves 
for the last twenty-five years? None, whatever, 
except this: that we have a bankrupt Treasury. 
We have told our own people to stand aside, we 
have no time to consider the Private Calendar; 
we have not considered it just or right or proper, 
in the present embarrassed condition of the Treas- 
ury, to take up the private claims of our own 
citizens against the Government; we have post- 
poned the claims of the people, who have been 
knocking at these doors for the payment of just 
demands against the Government, not only for 
money spent in the defense of the country, but 
for money absolutely loaned, and the receipt of 
which has been acknowledged. Nota particle of 
consideration is shown these persons. They are 
turned aside with cold indifference, on the plea 
that we have not time to consider private claims 
while more pressing public matters are before us. 
Why are we talking now about retrenchment and 
economy? Why are we refusing to establish a 


OS d. 


financial policy in accordance with the views of | 


the Executive, who himself has said that we have 
now really no financial policy, and thatthe wants 
of the Government are tar beyond the income de- 
rived from its revenues. Why do we not comply 
with the recommendation of the President in this 
respect, when the necessity of it is so patent to the 
country? I fear itis simply because it may conflict 
with the views of party principle and policy, which 
have been laid down for the Government, without 
any reference whatever to the great and vital in- 
terests of the people. 
cordance with the interests of the country, or the 
feelings of the American people, who desire to 
see their officers well paid, and who have aright to 
demand that all the interests of the country shall 
be promoted, by building fortifications where they 


are required, by the erection of custom-houses | 


and light-houses, by the advancement of the gen- 
eral welfare, and the development of all our great 
resources. That would be more in accordance 
with the spirit and genius of the American peo- 
ple than the little cheese-paring and candle-end 
economy which I find carried out here, which is 
only temporary, at best, and which must come 
back, with three-fold force and loss, before an- 
other Congress rol!s around. 

_Mr. President, | must bring my remarks to a 
close; for I fear 1 have not only tired myself, but 
tired the Senate. I wish to notice the last sen- 
tence of the speech of the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana. After he had vindicated his doctrine 
of intervention for the independence of Cuba, he 
Said: 

“Tell her, too, that, ifthe people of the island, with their 
independence once acquired, and republican institutions 
established, shall desire to unite themselves with us, they 


shall be admitied to the equal benefits which our system of 


' THE 


We have more than ten or twelve thou- | 


Our | 


1 object to the time when it is pro- || 


This is, to me, not in ae- || 
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into its charmed circle. She shall unite with us freely, the 
equal associate of free States; and when the union shall 
have been accomplished, the sword of the nation shall 
smite down any rude hand that shall attempt to sunder 
those whom the God of freedom has united.” 

I dissent entirely from a proposition of that 
sort. I do not desire to see here a wholesale nat- 
uralization of five or six hundred thousand Cu- 
bans, utterly ignorant of the institutions of this 
| country, utterly unfit to exercise the rights of a 
| republican government. I do not admit your 
right, under the Constitution, to bring into these 
United States a foreign State with foreign educa- 
tion, fofeign prejudices, foreign sentiments and 
| feelings, entirely at variance with the received 
opinions of our people—which is to be followed 
by the further absorption of Mexico, upon the 
same plea of necessary progression and exten- 
sion. 

Sir, this policy is at variance with the prin- 
ciples upon which I was elected to this body. I 
| honestly believe that if this country is to be sev- 
| ered, if it is to depart from the early teachings of 

the fathers of the constitution, if itis to lose sight 
of all those landmarks of republican constitutional 
government by which a free people will be en- 
abled to govern themselves, it will be by the in- 
| troduction and absorption of foreign races, with- 
out sympathy, without congeniality of sentiment, 
| without appreciation of the blessings of freedom. 

Weare coming fast, ay, sir, too fast, to be a simple 


—>_— : 
| government secures to each independent State that enters 
| 





| e@ommon understanding of the principles of free 
4, government. We are fast losing the once homo- 
geneous character of our people. We are fast de- 


parting from all those landmarks which charac- | 


terized our country in its early history, and we 


| government into one of anarchy and despotism. 
These are my deliberate views. I never will, 
| by my vote, consent to admit into this Union, 
| States whose constitution contains the principle 
of alien suffrage. It is at variance with the Con- 
stitution of the United States. I am utterly op- 
posed to it, and as long as I shall have the honor 
| of occupying a seat on this floor, when a new 
| State comes here, whatever constitution it may 
present, whatever population it may have, I will 
never admit her to an equal participation in this 
Government, if she gives to an alien the same 
rights that I have, without having first complied 
| with the laws of Congress under the requirements 
of the Constitution. 


the annexation of Cuba. If we shall ever be so 
all the high duties imposed upon us by the fathers 
of the Revolution, as to relax these principles, and 
| admit a people into the Union on this cheap suf- 
| frage, it will be the beginning of a speedy end of 
| this form of Government. 


something on this subject; but I do not like to go 


| $welve o’clock; and I hardly feel able to go on 
now. Unless there is some Senator who wishes 
|| now to speak, I shall move an adjournment; but 
| if any one does desire to go on at this time, of 
| course I shall withdraw the motion. I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 
| Mr. SLIDELL. 
| ator from Ohio, [Mr. Wape,] and the Senator 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Crark,] that they 
are prepared to address the Senate to-night. Per- 
haps it would be more agreeable to them to ad- 
| dress the Senate to-morrow; but, inasmuch as it 
is the intention of the friends of this bill to press 
| it to a final vote to-morrow, it is very certain that 
we shalleither have to siton Sunday or that some 
of them will be deprived of the opportunity of 
speaking. I suggest, then, to those gentlemen, 
| whether it would not be better to go on to-night. 
If they are willing togo on, I ask for the yeas and 
| nays on the motion to adjourn, and then I shall 
| ask for a vote on the bill. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. CLARK. The Senator from New York 
[Mr. Sewarp] desired me to say that he has 
| paired off with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss.] 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bell, 


Broderick, Camervn, Chandler, 


GLOBE. 


confederation of heterogeneous States, without a | 


are likely to be changed from a free constitutional | 


For these and other reasons, I.am opposed to | 


improvident, so imprudent, and so regardless of || 


Mr. WADE. -Mr. President, I desire to say || 


on at this time of night, [nine o’clock p.m.] We | 
| have been here for two nights successively until | 


I understand from the Sen- 








Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Foot, Foster, Hamiin, 
Harlan, King, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Brown,Chesnut,Ciay, 
Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hun- 
ter, [verson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebas- 
tian, Slidell, Smith, Ward, Wright, and Yulee—2s. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, at this late 


stage of the session, it is impossible for any one 

to hope that this bill, even if it should be acted 

on by the Senate, will receive any action in the 

House of Representatives at the present session. 

There is now pending in the Senate a bill, which 

has been acted on by the House, which has been 

the subject-matter of discussion for the last fifteen 

years, upon which the minds of all Senators are 

already made up, and in regard to which it is 
|| unnecessary to take any great time in discussion 
| —I refer to the homestead bill. Inasmuch as the 
majority of this body are determined to waste the 
time of the session, which is about to expire, in 
the discussion of a proposition which they can 
have no hope of carrying through the House of 
Representatives at this session, even if it should 
ass the Senate, | move to postpone the pending 
vill and all prior orders for the purpose of taking 
up the homestead bill; and on that quegtion | de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will observe still further 
as to the importance and necessity of action on 
this bill, we desire to have it understood, and the 
country will understand, that we stand upon the 
good old Democratic doctrine of opening the Ter- 
ritories of the West as homesteads for the free 
white men of this country; and so far as the other 
question which is now pending is concerned, the 
Cuban policy, it is altogether too narrow and too 
contracted to meet with the Republican policy. 
Sir, we propose to the people of this country a 
policy which looks towards opening the free Ter- 
ritories of the West as homesteads for the white 

| men, and the whole of Central America, the whole 
of the intertropical regions of this continent, as 
homesteads for the free colored population of the 
| United States. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I call the Senator to order, 
and ask the Chair to decide the question of order. 
I desire it to be decided whether, on this motion 
to postpone the prior orders, the Senator has a 
right to enter into the discussion of the merits of 
the homestead bill before it has been taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrcn in 
the chair.) The question of order being raised, 
the Chair 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not propose to go into 

| the merits of the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
decide the question of order. Upon a motion to 
postpone prior orders for the purpose of taking 
up a bill, the Senator from Wisconsin cannot dis- 
cuss the merits of the bill which he proposes to 
take up. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not propose to dis- 
cuss the merits. 1 merely propose to state the 
| question, and say that with the homestead bill 

we propose to open up the western Territories as 

homesteads for the free white men, and, on the 
other question we propose, when we get to it 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Chair will enforce 
its decision. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. [hope it will be the policy 
of the United States to open Central America to 
the free colored men 

Mr. SLIDELL. I call on the Chair to enforce 
its decision. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
merits of the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a dif- 
ference of opinion between the Senator and the 
Chair. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, sir, if the Chair in- 
sists on an opinion like that, I shall appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Wisconsin appeals from the decision of the” 
Chair. The question is, **Shall the decision of the 
Chair be sustained ?”’ 

Mr.CHANDLER. Icall forthe yeasand nays. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not propose to say 
anything more, and as the yeas and nays have 
been ordered upon the motion to postpone the 

rior orders and take up the homestead bill, I 

ope the yeas and nays will be taken. 


| 











I am not discussing the 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator withdraw his appeal, or call for the yeas and 
nays on the appeal? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I say I demand the yeas 
and nays on the other question. I have said all 
I desire to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for 
the yeas and nays on the Senator’s motion has 
been seconded, and that is the pending question. 
Senators in favor of postponing all prior orders 
and taking up the homestead bill, wif, as their 
names are called, answer ‘* yea,’’ those opposed 
will answer “* nay.’’ 

Mr. LANE. Before the vote is tale n, I desire 
to say that I do not understand the provisions of 
this bill as the Senator from Wisconsin under- 
stands them. He says, the purpose 18 to open up 
our Territories to settlement by giving away the 
domain. If lL have read the bill aright, it does not 
propose to encourage the settlement of Oregon 
or of Washington Territory, of that portion of 
the country that needs, more than any other, aid 
and assistance in the way of procuring settlement. 
It proposes to give away lands in-—— 

Mr. SLIDELL. Will my friend from Oregon 
give way? 

Mr. LANE. 
my vote 

Mr. SLIDELL. But by doing so he answers 
the purpose of the opposite side in consuming 
time. 

Mr. LANE. I want to give a reason why I 
shall vote against this motion. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I feel obliged to interpose. 

Mr. LANE. 1 only want to say that this bill 
offers a premium to those who will stop this side 
of Oregon and Washington and our Pacific coast, 
and thustends to prevent the settlement of that 
country. I shall, therefore, vote against taking 
up, and vote against the passage of this bill with 
its present provisions, because it is offering a 
premium to those who will not go to Oregon. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Willthe Sen- 
ator permit me to say a word? 

Mr DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘Tennessee. I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to a 
single point. He knows that I have been the 
early and consistent friend of the homestead prop- 
osition. I advocated that measure when it had 
but few friends; [have advocated it since it has 
had many friends. We struggled with it through 
one branch of Congress, and we have it now be- 
fore the Senate for action. | wish merely to sug- 
gest, in this connection, that while | am for it, 
and intend to vote for it, and speak for it until | 
am really satisfied that it is either to be post- 
poned finally, or to become the law, I hope the 
Senator, in the present state of affairs, with an- 
other question before the Senate, and Senators 
willing to speak upon it, and all prepared to vote 
upon it, will withdraw his motion. It is not 
worth while to antagonize with the pending ques- 
tion, when it actually weakens the proposition, 
and certainly cannot advance it. [am as much 
for the measure as the Senator from Wisconsin 
can be, and I was almost going to say that I am 
more for it than he can be. I hope he will with- 
draw his proposition, and Jet us have action on 
the subject now before the Senate. The course 
which he is taking cannot strengthen the home- 
stead measure. It will give it no votes, and in the 
present state of affairs and business before the 
Senate, lam satisfied that there are many Sen- 
ators who are in favor of the homestead bill who 
will vote against postponing this bil] at the pres- 
ent time. I trust, then, he will withdraw his mo- 
tion, and let it be understood that so soon as the 
Cuba question is disposed of, we shall make one 
common and united effort to bring up the home- 
stead bill and procure the action of the Senate 
upon it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I had only a word to say, 
and the Senator from ‘Tennessee has said that in 
about the form thatl should have done. I think 
itis unwise in the friends of the homestead bill to 
occupy time by crossing motions in this way and 
thus defeating the bill, when if we will consider 
one question at a time, we shall have ample op- 
portunity to dispose of both. The right way now 
te pass the homestead bill, and the only chance 
it has, is to stand by the Cuba bill until we get 
through with it, then take up the homestead bill, 
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I only want to give a reason for 








and go on with that until we get through with it, ] through, and that he will not interpose 


and then take up the appropriation bills and get 
through with them. Letus take up one measure 
atatime,as wereach it. I voted to give the home- 
stead bill priority over the Cuba bill; but this 
being up, as a friend of the homestead measure, 
I think the surest way to pass it is to stand by 
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priation bill, [ would join with gentle 


motion he has made; but, if w 


Bppropriation, bills to crowd the homestead bill 


this bill until we dispose of it, and then take up 


the homestead bill. 

Mr. CLARK. Asa friend of the homestead 
bill [do not want to lose any votes for it by press- 
ing itat an unseasonable hour. i 
unseasonable hour to press that or any other 
measure, [fifteen minutes past nine As pe I 
therefore move that the Senate adjourn, and on 
that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. SEWARD. I have paired off with the 
honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss. ] 
Ido not know that we were paired off on this 
particular question, but as he is on the other side 
to me, and I believe I am right, I shall abstain 
from voting. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ALien.] 

The question being taken ‘by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 30; as follows: 


I think this is an | 


I have paired off with the | 


YEAS— Messrs. Bell, Broderick, Chandler, Clark, Col- 


lamer, Dixon, Daplittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hamlin, 
Harlan, King, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—17. 


NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, Chesuut, Clay, 


Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hun- | 


ter, [verson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Pearee, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Rice, 
Sebastian, Seward, Shields, Slidell, Smith, Ward, Wright, 
and Yulee—30. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn; and the ques- 
tion recurred on the motion of Mr. DoouitTLe to 


postpone all prior orders and take up the home- | 


stead bill. 
Mr. RICE. If there is any one measure he- 
fore the Senate that I desire to pass, it is the home- 


stead bill; but I believe that every effort made by 


those who advocatei t, to call it up on an occasion 
like this, will but weaken the measure. 
tain that it cannot be brought up now; it has not 
the votes here to do it; and the tendency of every 
effort which is made, and which results in a fail- 
ure, is ‘to weaken the measure. I hope, there- 
fore, the Senator from Wisconsin will withdraw 
his motion. Task thisasa friend of the measure; 
and believing him to be a friend of it, I ask him 
to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BROWN. There is no necessary antag- 
onism between these two measures. The Cuba 
question is now before the Senate, and its, friends 
mean to press ittoa vote. There ought not to be, 
therefore, any purpose on the part of the friends 
of the homestead bill to thrust it in at this stage 
of proceedings. I shall not vote for the home- 
stead bill, though Lam not particularly unfriendly 
toit. I will say to my friend from Wisconsin, 
that if he will now withdraw his motion, I will, 
so soon as the Cuba bill is dishosed of, vote with 
him to take up the homestead bill. I want to get 
along with one thing ata time. I am willing to 
bring it before the Senate on a proper occasion, and 
let the Senate dispose of it as they may determine. 
I hope the friends of that measure will not press 
it now, nor fritter away our time by making one 
measure clash with another. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I make an 
appeal to the Senator from Wisconsin, as a friend 


of the homestead measure, to withdraw his prop- 


osition for the present, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If there was any assu- 
rance that the homestead bill could be taken up, 
after the Cuba question was disposed of, I should 
feel willing to see it have the go-by on the pres- 
ent occasion; but we have sought repeatedly to 
bring up the homestead bill, and every movement 
that has been made to bring it up has been met 
with a counter movement crowding it out of the 
way with something else. On several occasions 
the appropriation bills have been interposed ;.and 
we all know that the Senator from Virginia always 
has an @ppropriation bill ready whenever any 
measure comes up to which he is opposed; and 
we all know that, at this stage of the session, he 
can secure a majority of the Senate to postpone 
any measure for an appropriation bill. 
the Senator from Virginia will give us an assu- 


It is cer- | 


Now, if | 


rance that we shall have a chance to bring up the | 


homestead bill, and keep it before the Senate until 
we can get a vote on it, after the Cuba bill is 


out afterwards, we may as well press it now as 
any other time. 

Mr. HUNTER. I certainly will press the 
appropriation bills. I will give no promise 1 
vote to take up the homestead bill, . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is as ] expected 
Now, I ask, what hope have the friends of the 
homestead bill if they give it the go-by now? | 
appeal to the Senator from Tennessee to stand } 
this great favorite measure of his, of more benefit 
to the country than any other project that hag 
been introduced into this body. We now haye 
notice that we are to be met with an appropriation 
bill the moment that the Cuba question js dis. 
posed of, and here we are wasting our time at this 
stage of the session in making long speeches, and 
debating about the acquisition of a country that 
does not belong to us, instead of providing for the 
settlement of the country which we own. There 
can be no hope of getting up the homestead bil] 
as against an appropriation bill. It is very man- 
ifest now that any attempt will be useless, be- 
cause the appropriation bills are bills of that char- 
acter whith we all admit must be passed; and if 
two days are now to be taken up with the Cuba 
question, a measure which its friends do not ex- 
ea to pass through the other House—at least it 
has been stated here that there is no probability 
of its passing the other House, and nobody has 
contradicted the statement—we are wasting the 
time of the Senate upon a measure out of which 
nothing practical is to come, and postponing a 
measure of vital interest to the country, and to all 
sections of the country. 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Senator from Illinois 
allow me one moment? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Senator from Illinois, 
on the part of those with whom he acts, name an 
hour at which they will agree to vote upon both 
propositions—Cuba and the homestead ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. So far as I am concerned, 
I am ready to vote on the homestead now, and I 
am ready to vote on the other question now; but 
other gentlemen, I understand, design to discuss 
the Cuba bill; and I am willing that they should 
discuss it. Other gentlemen, | suppose, desire to 
discuss the homestead bill. 1 cannot control them. 
As for myself, [ do not care to hear a discussion 
upon cither bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, | hope that 
no Senator who is a friend of the homestead bill 
willundertake to make any bargain to give away 
whatever chance it has, small as it may be, to be 
carried at the present time. I give notice to any 
Senator who shall undertake t» do that, that if 
he undertakes to bargain my vote, he will find 
that lam not prepared to carry out his agreement. 
I found fault with my honorable friend from Wis- 
consin this morning, when, I think, in a spirit of 
courtesy, rather than in a spirit of justice and con- 
sideration, he withdrew his motion to take up the 
homestead bill, and allowed the Cuba question 
to be taken up for consideration by the Senate. 
That was nine hours ago. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I beg leave to correct my 
honorable friend from New York. 1 did not yield 
for the purpose of taking up the Cuba bill. I 
yielded in pursuance of what [ understood to be 
an understanding of the evening previous, that we 
should take a vote on the post route bill. Then, 
it-is true, I failed to get the floor, and the Senator 
from Louisiana had it. 

Mr. SEWARD. [I stand corrected; and the 
fault was less grave than I supposed it to be. The 
honorable Senator who this morning took charge 
of the homestead bill did give way to enable the 
Senate to pass a bill to increase the postages which 
are paid by the people of the free States of this 
Union to reduce the burdens that fall upon the 
slave States of the Union. He will excuse me for 
saying it was not wisely done; but it was acqul- 
esced in by the friends of the homestead bill; and 
now certainly, at this hour of the night, after nine 
hours’ yielding to the discussion of the Cuba ques- 
tion, it is time to come back to the great question 
of the day and the age. The Senate of the United 
States may as well meet face to face the issue 
which is before them. It is an issue presented 
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iw the competition between these two questions: 
~7. the homestead bill, is a question of homes, 
¢ lands for the landless freemen of the United 
cates, ‘The Cuba bill is the question of slaves 
¢» the slaveholders in the United States. 
honorable friend from Maine says it creates a 
“negtion of more slaves to the slaveholders. 
“Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
¢om New York yield to the Senator from Louis- 


a? 





af 


a. 
Mr. SEWARD. No, sir, I do not. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 1 call the Senator from New 
York to order, and ask the Chair to stand by the 
ipcision Which was made this evening by the 


Chair. 


| 


My | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 


state his point of order? 
Mr. SLIDELL. It is, that ona proposition to 
postpone the prior orders, the Senator from New 


York is entering into a discussion of the compara- | 
tire merits of the two bills, and the policy they in- | 


yolve—the slave question and the free question, 
and, in fact, everything possible that can be in- 
trodueed into a discussion of the kind. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair must 
decide the point of order without debate. Un- 
doubtedly, by the general parliamentary law, it 
is notin order to discuss the merits of a propo- 
sition on a motion to take it up; but the question 
having been distinetly presented to the Senate 
again and again, and the Senate having refused 


to make that limitation, the Chair declines to im- | 


pose a limitation on the Senate which it has re- 
fused to impose upon itself. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
correct. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I wish to ask one question of 
the Presiding Officer. Certainly we should have 
some rule to govern us. The Senator who sat in 


The Chair is undoubtedly | 


the Chairsome half an hour since, decided directly | 


the reverse. Itseems to me we should have some 
well-defined rule of the Senate upon this subject. 


sea 
| do it with great reluctance, but I shall feel com- | 


pelled to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. FITCH. The reason the previous occu- 
pant of the Chair decided precisely 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 call both Senators to 
order. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 





Maine rises to a point of order, which he will 


State. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Noappeal is taken from 
the decision of the Chair, and debate is out of 
order on that question. The Chair decided it, 
and no appeal was taken. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I do appeal. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well; then it is in 
order, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, | 


Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate ?’’ 
Mr. SIMMONS. Is that question debatable ? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is debatable. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I shall vote to sustain the 
decision of the Chair. There was a decision of 
the Chair about half an hour since, that upon the 


question of postponing all prior orders to take up | 


a proposition, it was not debatable. 
ruled out of order. 
.. Mr. SLIDELL. With the permission of the 
Senator from Rhode Island 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Rhode Island yield the floor? 
Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir; | will not yield 
until I get through. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I withdraw my appeal. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Then I am happy to be re- 
lieved from speaking on this subject. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York is entitled to the floor. 





Debate was | 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I plainly fore- | 


see that we are reaching the time when we shall 


be able to discriminate between the true friends 


of the homestead bill, or of the policy of the re- | 
‘inquishment of the public lands to the people of | 


the United States for actual settlement and resi- 
dence, and those who are its friends from expe- 
diency, the friends of the hour, the friends of the 
day, the friends from the consideration of the im- 
portance which they 

Mr. FITCH. I'wish the question of order to 
be put to the Senate, and not to the Chair. The 

hair has decided, as the recent occupant of the 








Chair did, that, under*strict parliamentary law, 
the merits of a bill which it was proposed to take 
up could not be discussed on a motion to post- 
pone the prior orders, for the purpose of taking 
itup, but stated that the Senate had refused to 
sustain that decision; and therefore the Chair was 
not disposed, himself, to enforce it. I now ap- 
peal to the Senate to enforce it, and see if this in- 
terminable discussion upon a subject not before 
the Senate can be stopped. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
does the Senator make? 

Mr. FITCH. That thg Chair shall subinit this 
question to the Senate, whether this debate is in 
order or not? 

Mr. FOSTER. I call the Senator to order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. FOSTER. The point of order is, that the 
Senator, instead of addressing the Chair and 
making his points to the Chair, appeals to the 
Senate. It strikes me that this is a gross breach 
of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stood the Senator from Indiana to address the 
Chair. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator is under a decided 
mistake. I asked the Chair to put the question 
to the Senate. It is not an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, because the decision of the 
Chair is undoubtedly correct; but he stated he 
would not enforce it, as whenever, the attempt to 
do so was made, it was overruled by the Senate.. 
I simply ask the Chair again to put the question 
to the Senate, whether his decision is correct or 
not. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understand it is a priv- 
ilege of the Chair, in a discussion where doubts 
are entertained ii relation to the propriety of a 
certain rule or acertain point, to put it to the vote 
of the Senate without deciding it. The Chair is 
now asked to put toa vote of the Senate what the 
Chair has decided already. I take it for granted 
that the Chair, having decided thus far, the only 
way in which the Senate can pass upon it is by 
an appeal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that he was slightly misapprehended by the 
Senator from Indiana. The Chair has never de- 
cided that it was out of order fora Senator to dis- 
cuss the merits of a proposition on a motion to 
take itup. He has been governed entirely by 
the action and practice of the Senate. The ques- 
tion is never made until the close of the session. 
The opportunity has again and again been offered 
to the Senate to make arule declaring it to be out 
of order to discuss the merits of a question ona 
motion to take itup. The Senate having declined 


What question 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


to do so, the Chair will not undertake to impose | 


a limitation on the body which it has not imposed 
upon itself. The Senate must make its own rules. 
The Chair has made the decision, and declines to 
submit it to the Senate. 
Mr. SEWARD. I suppose I am in order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
New York has the floor. 
Mr. SEWARD. I wish, therefore, to give no- 


tice to the friends of the homestead bill, and I hope | 


that the country will understand the exact posi- 
tion of this question, It is, so far as this session 
of Congress is concerned, the last hour of the last 
day in which a motion to take up and decide the 
homestead bill with success can be made. It is 
the last day of this Congress, the fifth Congress 
of which I have been a member, in which the 
homestead bill has been agitated in the Senate, 


| and discussed with more or less care and delibera- 


tion, and postponed for other questions which 
were held by the Senate to be more important. 
This vote will be taken by the country to be a vote 
deciding that, between the President’s scheme of 
securing for himself the control of $30,000,000 for 
the impracticable purpose of acquiring the Island 
of Cuba to fortify and extend slavery in the United 
States, and the policy of opening the public lands 
to settlement by the inhabitants and citizeng of the 
United States, as actual residents, to be cultivated 
by them, and become tax paytrs and supporters 


| of the Government, the Senate decides for the one 


or the other according to its preference. For one, 
Iam not willing to be bound by any agreement to 
postpone this question for an hour longer. At 
every stage of the session now approaching the 
end of three months, this question has been urged 


The Senator from | 
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upon the consideration of the Senate, and at every 
stage it has been met by delays, by postpone- 
ments, and by other means of resistance, until 
there is no longer a hope left. 1 believe that the 
Chair was right in deciding that the Senate had 
never restricted debate on such questions. I think 
it would be unfortunate if it should do so. But, 
atall events, whatever the disposition of the Sen- 
ate might be, I believe that, in all the remarks I 
have submitted upon this occasion, I have not 
transgressed the rules which even the strict-con- 
structionists of the Senate would prescribe. Upon 
a question whether the Senate will lay down one 
question and take up another, it 1s necessary, and 
itis proper, that the considerations in favor of the 
policy of the one measure should be contrasted 
against the considerations which support the pol- 
icy of the other. [have gone no further than this. 
It is simply coming to the point; and if it brings 
up, in any degree, the merits of the respective 
measures, it is not by discussing the merits of 
each in detail, but itis by taking the salient fea- 
tures of each, and placing them in contrast, to 
enable the Senate to judge. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise merely for 
the purpose of announcing to the Senate and to 
the country that during thisday, which is ghe last 
day, as the Senator says, when thereisa prospect 
of taking up this bill, which he characterizes as 
a great measure, for the last four or five hours 
gentlemen upon the other side of the Chamber 
have been moving and voting for adjournments, 
so as to prevent the possibility of the passage of 
this great measure. If his side of the House 
could have prevailed by their votes, we should 
have adjourned five hours ago. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is very rarely that I am in 
the habit, in this body, of addressing the country; 
and I do not intend to do itnow. When I ad- 
dress the country I speak to the country. I speak 
tothe American people in their own proper names, 
and to them especially; but, upon these little, 
paltry tricks, of two-penny demagogues, to pre- 
vent coming to a vote on this question, | speak 
to the Senate, and to Senators. As to your ** land 
to the landless,’’ it is supposed to carry with it 
some amount of demagogical power. I do not 
pretend to condemn it. | am ready to examine. 
it when it comes up, and to decide it upon its 
merits; but it is not in order now. I trust that 
American Senators, in consideration of great ques- 
tions connected with the public service, are not 
to be driven or intimnidased by a parcel of gentle- 
men who seek to avoid a ik oes by appealing 
to lacklanders—‘** honest settlers,’’ | believe, isthe 
term—giving the public lands to the landless, and 
making donations of it to them. 

It will not require very long when the Senate 
will see it, and | need not address them to show 
that these people do not seek to carry on the Gov- 
ernment in its foreign relations, nor in its domes- 
tic relations, with reference to this great people. 
They do not seek to carry out its great mission; 
but when a question is presented they shrink, and 
squirm, and are afraid to meet the country. These 
very lacklanders shrink and tremble, and, to 
avoid the responsibility of voting upon this great 
foreign policy, they will stop an@ give ‘land to 
the landless.’’ As one Senator has said, you have 
discussed it for ten years; and what have you 
done? Have they got any land,except that which 
has been thrown away in bounties? Nota par- 
ticleof it. When isit that this * land to the iand- 
less’? most exercises the patriotic bosoms of 
Free-Soilers in this Senate? It is the very mo- 
ment that a question comes up which they are 
afraid to meet. ‘They will go on for two or 
three months, and there is not a movement for 
the lacklanders, until just at that very point at 
which something is to be done upon which they 
are afraid to make a mark; and then, like Niobe, 
they are all tears for the lacklanders, 

Now, Mr. President, there is one class of peo- 
ple whom [I despise as American Senators, and 
that is, demagogues; but there is another class 
that I despise a great deal more; and that is, the 
people who are driven by demagogues. They 
are a great deal worse. A demagogue is a dirty 
dog, but he has got a principle; he appeals to the 
people; he rouses the masses; he speaks home to 
the prejudices, to the passions, and sometimes 
to the vile prejudices and vile passions of the 
masses; but the man he drives is worse than he 
is; and that is the way with ‘‘ land to the land- 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. 
with the language and the manner 
: Senator from Georgia; and I feel | ineliy 
ask him, whether the exhil vition he a 
or is not in humble imitation of the gre at m 
the other end of the avenue? 
dressingan out-door crowd, to indulee m | ne vu 
very much of the same de scription, to s; ay 
— but cowards would hesitate .to sustain 

Cuba me: sure; and following suit 
and head of the party, the hon orable 
Georgia undertakes to tell us here shoe we 
and tremble at the idea of mee ting the que: hs 
Sir, this elegant language began in _the W 
House 9 and it has descended he re, 
» when it gets down to the 
] suppose it is to fo! ? Itis the bugle-note 
We are to be ace used ¢ f 
afraid to meet the question of the aequ 
The honorable 
Hei is not gener: lly an imitator, 
I beg leave to suggest to him. 


c opying some! 


less.’’ When you have a creat questi yn of na- 


tional pohey which appeals to the patriot m oof 
tl whole American people, a plain and nake 
qu , then v of land to the landless.”’ 
if you do . ve 430,000,000 for the 
neq tion of Coy ” ‘ ) y yout vote, ay or 
no: and then I w up your ** land to th 
land r 3’? nt | mcet pat with an ay or no, I 
will turn to one thingat atime. Iam not afraid 
of either. W het ti j se te lto me, I will not 
ehrink: [ will not squirm, ! try to get away 
by fraudulent pre nse hat l wantat ther thing 
considered 

Phat: y! ul ] y Thatis what the 
Senat { 5 is d Hie do not 
mean anytl y it IIe wishes to get rid 
of one iss ? yt kit Pr UN nothe r He wish 8 
19 es ine, to eva le me ting ind confi nting this 
great gui tion of national policy, by covering him- 
self with ** land to the land ** Flere ts a ques- 
tion whether we shall aid the administerer of thie 
Government of this country to acquire Cuba, and 
give S30 O00 000 for that purp if you do 
like to give $30,000,000, say no, ltke men. What 
are you ‘; lo Ar y yu I id of lack! ] 
They will noto i ct.to g ttine more land. ‘Th 
more @e have, the better chance for them. 

1 was brought up in aState settled by paupers, 
They were all | slander Ovglett rpe s tt] i 
with men from the poor-hor of Europe, upon 
the soil of G ria: nd wh vel h is, She 18 
the architect of her own fortune. Whatever sh 
is, she ! ; mad ber elf, she ha no p! jad es 
about sel] land. We never sold anacre. We 
gave itto ine i I par f the earth, to all 
nations and all climes and a!l countries. It was 
i Common A he it ot he Oven. It was oul 3, and 
we gave it to whoever came and took and oc- 
cup d t lt w “a or nd nd noble poUcys; on 
which made us what we are. We won it from 
our great master, the King of England. You got 
yours by the other mode—by trade with the In- 
dians. When we got it, we gave it to the first 
taker. Therefore, | hav no prejudices against 
your pol y of oiving land to at u | settlers, | 
know what this all amounts to. IT have gor 
throuch Ul that, butt ere areother q estions now 
pending, other question now pressing - The way 
Wwe have been a ] to rive land to the ickland- 
ers, to extend this gteat country, and to supply 


the landless with land? has been by the extension 
of the emptre by arms and by money. Here isa 


projet to extend the area of th empire, and giv 
more land to the lacklanders upon proper prin- 
ciples, and therefore let us meet that; and whi n 
we have got through that, and they want more, 
Whether they are willing to pay the price and 
settle them or not, bring me to the seratch,and | 
am read om la npr ired to meetthat 
questi 1 decide 1 If-you bring up the 
question of land to ise who have got none, I 
am ready to meet or vot rainst it 1 do not 
tremble or shrink from it. Lam ready to meet it 
eek oe ee stion should come up. Tam 
pre { for this measure, or any measure that 
‘ball. give public lands to actual settlers, and to 
eo to the cougtry with it; make of it what you 
can F 
™ 


But we do not wantto be diverted from a creat 


ot) . | ! 


guesuion of public policy by pretenses or by pre- 
texts, or by the shivering in the wind of men in 





particular localities, We can settle t ae ton 
of Cuba now, in ten minutes, and settle the land 
for the landless in ten minutes more. As wa 

said by the Senator from Wi nsin, who made 
this motion, itis a subject at han been talked 
of for fifteen years lihink it ought to be pre- 
sumed that we hav tt Our opinions upon it. 
All of you have got t e thirty years of ae to 
represent a State, and I think the great body of 
you are rather a resp le body of men than 
otherw ; hot very mu :above t ec average, ] 
believe, of ) Vy countrymen; but,at the same time, 
I think you have got fixed opinions upon all these 
questions. Now, let us meet this question, and 
then [ will meet with you and decide the other. 


Mr. WADE. Law very elad that 


y fiaa ti li q'res- 


tion has at length come up: lam glad, too, that 
it has antaronized with this nigger question. 
[Lau threr.] We are “shivering in the wind,” 
are We, sir, over your Cuba question? Youmay 
have occasion to shiver on tl at question bef Y 
you are through withit. Now, sir, I hav 

trying here for nearly a month to geta straigh 


forward vote upon this ales measure of land to 
the landless. | glory in that measure. It is the 





rreatest that has ever come before the American 
Senate, andit bas now come so that there Is no 
dodging it. The qnestion will be, shall we give 


niggers to the niggerless, or land to the landless? 
[Ay plause in the galleries 

The V ICE PRESIDENT rapped to order. 

Mr. WADE. I wil! meet that measure. Ido 
not tre ml le before them or their owners, or any- 
body else; and it does not become gentlemen of 
the Senate to tremble over a measure. Sir, it is 
not very senatorial ltheuage. God knows, I 
never tremble before anybody 1 do not expect 
to trem efore anybody. ‘Ido not expects to 
u lang iage that ou rh t to be off nsive to any- 
body here, and I will not submit to it from any- 
body. 

I moved some days ago to take up this subject. 
It was said then that there was an appropriation 


bill that stood in the way of this great question 
being settled. ‘The Senator from Virginia had his 
appropriation bills. It was important, then, a 
the suld be settled at once; there was dang: 


that they would be lost, and the Gove rnment 


would yp in consequence, and an appt | was 
made to gentlemen to give this bill the go-by for 
the time being, at all events, and the appeal was 
successful. Gentlemen said the appropriation 
bills must be passed; and, although they were 
anxious for the passage of this bill, nevertheless 
it must be postponed for he appropriation bills. 
The appropriation bills lie very easy now behind 
this nigger yperation, { Laug iter. | When you 
come to niggers for the niggerless, all other ques- 
tions sink into perfect insignificance. But, sir, 


we will antagonize these measfires. I appeal to 
the country upon them. Lask the people do you 
choost that we should go through the earth hunt- 
ing for niggers, for real ly that is the whole pur- 
pose of the Democratic party? They can no more 
runtheir party without nigge rstl ian you could ran 

steam engine without fuel. {Laughte r.] That 


isallthere is of Democracy; and when you cannot 
raise niggers enough for the market, then you 
, 


must go abroad fishing tor niggers through the 
whole world. Are you going to buy Cuba for 
land for the landless? Whatisthere? You will 
find three quarters of a million of niggers, but you 
will not find any land; not one foot, not an inch. 
lam exceedingly glad that the question has come 
up. Let us now see who are the friends of this 
land measure; let us vote it through; and then, 
without fear or trembling, take up the nigger bill. 

{ say there is no excuse for gentlemen who are 
really in favor of this measure. Tell, me, sir, 
that you skulked behind this Cuba bill? It would 
{ 
whom the gentleman speaks. These lacklanders 
will say to you: ** When we lacked land, and 
you had itin your power to give it to us, you 
went off fishing for niggers.’’ Will that t satisfy 
them? Itmay,anditmaynot. I fear that there 
will be trembling in some quarters over this ques- 
tion. I hope the vote will be taken, and I warn 
every man who is a friend of this bill that now is 
the time; row or never. Give this homestead 
bill the go-by now, and it dies, and every man 
knows it. ‘Therefore it is idle to tell me that any 
man isa friend of the homestead bill who will not 
give if his support now. 

Mr. President, | do not like these taunts and 
threats about fearing one question or another, 1 
do not very much fear anybody or anything 
lt would be a very uncomfortable state of mind, 
I should think. Bat, sir, 1 am in favor of this 
measure. The merits of it, Lsuppose, are open to 
discussion. I think it would be easy to show that 
there has not been, at any time, a measure so 
fraueht with benefit to the people all over the 
country, as this great measure—the homestead 
bill. If gentlemen see fit, they can pass it in ten 
minutes; and then we can go back to the nigger 
oo and take that up, and make the best head- 
vay we can with that. You need not be ten min- 
utes in passing the bill, if you are true to your- 
selves, true to yowr constituents, and fi uithful to 
those who have asked at the hands of e very hon- 
est man that this measure should pass. I say, 
again, there is no reason to skulk itnow. It is 
fairly up. [tisin contrast with the other measure, 
and no mancan fail to see that he who votes and 
it because his 
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wants to shirk and dodge a question bas y 
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Now, | beg leave to tell the 
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we are neither 
upon this question, 
out of it, one way or the other. 
this Senate has had a sample, at no very di 
d iy, of what we can do when we are « 
pon a question and a course 
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of the Senator from Georgia in denunciation, and 
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Mr. TOOMBS. We gave youan hanr of grac 
We did notask for gra 
10 get it without asking for it, a 
to suppose it is something 
I do not wish 
threats, on this occasion, of what we are disposed 
or disposed to bear; 
notice to these gentlemen that we will tal 
own time, under the rules of the Senate, with re!- 
erence to this matter, having as well our obj 
to accomplish as they have their 
men talk about the country, we are willing to 
meet this question there. 

I am opposed to the acquisition of Cuba und 
s bill, or, at the present time, under any | 
and I will vote so when I get the chance to ¥ 
it. | have not hesitated to say so; and, if 
- will give my reason for it. 
to consider , when they talk about opposing 
question to another, whether we have not 
thing to say on thatsubjectas 
This is a great question of foreign policy, is" 
land, because that is the avowal; getti 
because that is what you 
President says, and what he avowed long ago. | 
do not believe there is a man in this Senate, anc 
t—the honorable Senator 
from Florida said, in his speech, he had no ide: 
that Cuba was to be obtained by ree 
Ifthe Senator will allow m 
S not quote me exactly correct. 
said | not purchase it for money, but in connec 
tion, with commercial advaniages to be oa d to 
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-time hadcome. The President has said the 
‘hing. He said it long ago, at the Ostend 
ence. He said it in his message, as some 


. stated it here. So I say, it is a question of 


. rather of robbery, and not of purchase; and 
‘lemen so understand it. Thatis the question 
us. When has there been a call for this 
pasure? Senators talk about it asa businesg 
sure; but has there been any call for it by the 
trv? Where are your petitions from the 
le of the country; those whom you represent 
«o? Where are your resolutions of State Legis- 
res? Where is your movement anywhere in 
rofit? Where do you find your call from 
people? You say you represent the people, 
nd have a great question of policy. Where does 
me from? What brought it up here? Gen- 
‘emen do not hold themselves responsible to the 
»eople who lead in this measure. That is the 
truth with regard to it. Coming up when? At 
the very heel of the session; at the very close, 
when everybody admits, if we occupy ourselves 
industriously, day and night, from this to the 
sme when our life terminates—I mean life in con- 
nection with this Congress, of course—we have 
enough to do to attend to the necessary business 
of the country to carry on the Government. Gen- 
tlemen admit this, and yet youare talking of this 
juestion of foreign policy. My friend from Ohio 
jas well designated it. It is a mere question of 
party,a mere question of party issue,a mere hum- 
bug: and gentlemen know it, and intend it to be 
such. They have no idea of accomplishing any- 
thing by this measure except to make a party is- 
sue for their own party purposes. That is what 
[sincerely believe, and | do not, therefore, hesi- 
tate tosay so; and yet they talk to us because 
we—I cannotsay ‘* we,’’ for}am nota particular 
advocate of the homestead bill, although [ shall 
vote for it—because gentlemen desire to antago- 
nize with it—what? Something that we have an 
pportunity to pass.* A bill that bas passed the 
other house, has come here, and only requires our 
action to become a law. What do Senators on 
the other side wantto do? You desire to pass the 
Cuba bill in the Senate at this late period of the 
session, When you know, and cannot pretend to 
believe otherwise, that there is not the ghost ofa 
chance for it to be taken up in the other House of 
Congress—not one; and you do not expect It to 
become a law, under any circumstances, at this 
session of Congress, or you cannot reasonably 
expect it; and yet gentlemen talk to us about 
doing the business of the country. I have heard 
that before. The business of the party always 
takes precedence of the business of the country. 
That is my observation. 
Now, | gave notice the other day, in conversa- 
' 
of the Committee on Finance, of what we were 
willing todo. I repeat it now, that at this late 
hour we are ready to take up the proper business 
of the country, and act upon it day and night if 
you please, to the end of the session. We will 
come here as early and sit here as late as you like, 
acting upon these appropriation bills that are 
necessary to carry on this Government, if you 
choose to do that. You have met with no diffi- 
culty from us in relation to these matters, and in 
relation to any business and appropriation before 
this body—anything of a business nature which 
you really expect to become a law. But, if you 
choose, and | so said at that time, at this period 
to Interpose, before these bills which are neces- 
sary to carry on your Administration, a mere 
question of this description from which .you ex- 
pect no results, except party results, you cannot 
reasonably ask us to aid you. You cannot rea- 
sonably find fault with us if we call up bills which, 
i! we act upon them in the Senate, may become 
‘aws, So far as our action is concerned. Gentle- 
men cannot escape this responsibility. Itis upon 
them. 
I know my friend, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, is frank. He says the moment 
this Cuba bill is disposed of, he will call up the 
ppropriation bills and insist upon action on them, 
Vhy not call them up before? Why make an 
agreement that these last two days of this week, 
I riday and Saturday, be devoted to this Cuba 
question? Why did he assent that the necessary 
Susiness of the country should be postponed for 


tion with the honorable Senator who is chairman | 


1] 
| 


for the benefit of a measure which is simply in- 
tended to operate upon the politics of the coun- 
try? I should like to know what the reason is, 
especially before gentlemen accuse us of inter- 
posing delays in any shape or form. Now, sir, 
the responsibility will be upon you; fot 1 want 
gentlemen to understand that all these threats will 
have no sort of influence upon us with regard to 
time. If you choose to put in your measure here, 
of which you understand the nature, and of which 
you understand that we know the nature, in the 
place of the business of the country, you must 
take the responsibility; that is all. It will not 
afiect our action in the slightest degree. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PUGH. I call the Senator from New York 
to order. ‘The rule of the Senate is express that 
no Senator shall speak more than twice on the 
same question on the same day. 

Mr. SEWARD. I believe, Mr. President, I 
have not spoken on this question twice. 

Mr. PUGH. 
least. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The recollection 
of the Chair is that the Senator from New York 
has spoken but once, and he is entitled to speak 
twice. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ihad the floor and was sev- 
eral times interrupted, and gave way to gentlemen 
who asked the kindness of me to allow them to 
suggest their views. 

Mr. President, | am not accustomed to impugn 
the bravery or courage of anybody in the Senate, 
much less toavouch my own. I think every man 
in the Senate has all the courage that Is required, 
and I certainly have got all that is necessary for 
my own purposes. I think that there are some 
other qualities besides courage that are essential to 
legislators and Senators, and amongst these are 
moral courage, fidelity to the interests of the con- 


The Senator has spoken twice at 


| stituency who send us here; and if all the world 


should accuse me of having a lack of manliness, 
of succumbing to influences averse to the inter- 
ests of my people, | should still think it the part 


| of wisdom and of duty to maintain those inter- 


ests. 

jut, sir, if there is any question of courage 
here, | would like to examine a little deeper into 
it than the honorable Senator from Georgia has 
gone. Whois itthatis afraid? The President 
of the United States, with a party triumphant, a 
majority in both Houses of Congress, came into 


| power two years ago, capable of dictating and of 


| closed; and what has happened? 


| time, and with signal failure. 


carrying through all the necessary measures of 
administration. One half of the presidential term 
has expired; one half of an Administration has 
The President 
of the United States has been engaged in the ef- 
fort to extend slavery and to build up the inter- 
ests of slavery in the United States during all that 
Two free States 


| have already come into the Union, anda third has 


been kept out from the Union by the influence, 


| the power, and the patronage of the Federal Gov- 


ernment. ‘The Congress is going to its rest, and 
the President is coming before the people; and 


| just in that crisis the President, instead of meet- 


ing the questions upon which he is held respons- 
ible and his party are held responsible to the peo- 
ple, and upon which they are on trial, thrust into 
the Senate of the United States a demand, first, 


| for $30,000,000 to be taken out of the public 


money and put into his private purse to be used 


' as he shallthink fit, and in his discretion, in buy- 
| ing foreign slave lands to add to this Republic; 


this Cuba bill? Why is the appropriation bill, so || nual 
necessary to carry on this Government, laid aside |! sage, in both his annual messages, and in his ac- |! intense valor does shrink from that simple issue. 


and he thinks, under the smoke of that fire, that 
he shall escape the public reprobation which 
awaits him. ‘Then, upon another day, he comes 
into the Congress of the United States and de- 
mands that they shall confer on him the war- 
making power, and authorize himat his discretion, 
and for whatever causes he shall think sufficient, 
to make war against all the free Spanish States on 
this continent, who have never, in my humble 
judgment, committed any serious offense against 
the United States, except that of abolistiing sla- 
very throughout their dominions; and he expects, 
by appealing to the cupidity of the American peo- 
ple, that he will escape an investigation upon the 
domestic policy of the Administration, which has 
been a total failure. 

Where is the railroad to the Pacific ocean 
which the President promised in his annual mes- 
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ceptance of the nomination for the office of Presi- 
dent? Gone, sunk, sacrificed, lost, in his attempt to 
fasten slavery on the Territory of Kansas. Where 
is his protection to the manufacturing interest of 
the State of Pennsylvania? His promise of re- 
lief to the bankrupt? His promise of a restora- 
tion tocommerce? All failed. There is not one 
cardinal measure of the presidential policy which 
has been carried out. There remains none for 
him to propose; and when now the representa- 
tives of che people of the free States demand this 
last measure, the one which they have power to 
carry out, which is already half accomplished by 
the vote of the House of Representatives, they 
are to be told that they are cowards because they 
dare not meet the miserable, pitiful, false, fabu- 
lous, pretended issue which the President of the 
United States has forced upon us. 

Sir, Lam not afraid of the President’s policy 
or schemg. I have not mistaken it from the be- 
ginning, anddo not now. ILtold the Senate when 
it was announced, that I took it not for a giant 
in armor, but for a windmill with sails; and God 
knows that we have let the windmill play as long 
as the breeze has lasted. It isa whole month 
since you have had it here playing the windmill 
upon the prejudices of the people, and where are 
you now? Say that we are afraid to meet it! 
Have we not metitatevery stage? Have we not 
debated it until we have left but six days of the 
session for anything else, except the mere miser- 
able amusement of playing upon the popular cre- 
dulity, by attempting to make them believe that 
the President is sincere in asking that we shall 
put $30,000,000 in his pocket, and that he can 
negotiate for the purchase of the Island of Cuba, 
which cannot be purchased if the money 1s left 
in the Treasury of the United States, where the 
Constitution directs it shall be placed ? 

There remains on this issue nothing but this 
the Senate of the United States is so constituted, 
and, politically, so organized by the votes of par- 
ties, that it has a preponderance of votes in favor 
of the interests of the slave States; and the House 
of Representatives has come, at last, in some de- 
gree, to be a true exponent of the interests and 
sentiments of the free States. ‘The Senate is the 
propagandist of slave labor; the House of Repre- 
sentatives is the body which maintains and de- 
mands the interests of freedom and free labor. 
‘The Senate propose to extend the increase of the 
production of the tropics by compulsory labor in 
the Island of Cuba; and the House of Represent- 
atives propose to increase the products of the tem- 
perate clime by opening the public land’ to culti- 
vation by actual settlers, who are waiting to 
possess them throughout the United States. I 
do not care how the question is brought up; ldo 
not care who brings it up; it is no matter to me 
when it is brought up, whether it be in the morn- 
ing, at twelve o’clock, as it was to-day; or now, 
at ten o’clock at night; or at four o’cloek in the 
morning: whether it be noon, sunrise, or even 
tide; | am always to be found there; always on 
the side of the House of Representatives, free- 
dom, and free labor; and always against the Sen- 
ate, slavery,and slave labor. If there is cowardice 
in that, | am willing to submit to the imputa- 
tion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This is a very singular man- 
ifestation. ‘he Senate is a very safe place for 
the profession which the Senator from New York 
has made. A question was presented to this body 
at the opening of the session with reference to the 
acquisition of the Island of Cuba. A committee 
of this body has recommended to the Senate, after 
two months’ consideration, that it shall be done 
in a particular way. The Senator from New 
York, the chivalrous, the furious defender of free- 
dom, (and if that is the only defense of freedom 
he could make, the Senator would not have been 
free enough to sit in-his chair now; no institution 
that he maintains would keep him here,) after he 
had made his own speech, and two weeks had 
elapsed, the question is regularly brought up and 
is made the special order by this body, a majority 
of whom, according to the forms of the Constitu- 
tion, have a right to pass laws. It is taken up in 
its order; it is taken up by its majority; it is 
offered for open discussion; and we come to the 
point when the argument is exhausted; when no- 
body seems ready to continue it; when but the 


\| simple recording of the vote is necessary; and this 
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Yes, it shrinks and squirms; it does not come up | 


to the point. It says, let us dake up something 
else; take any form but that; give land to the 


landless, says the gentleman on my le ft, [Mr. 
W ane;} vive us the appropriation bills, says the 
Senator from Maine; give us liberty, says the 
gentleman from New York; take any form but 
Cuba; that I cannot stand. The Senator from 
Maine is for the appropratuion bills; my friend 
here [Mr. Wane] for land to the landless; the 
Senator from New York for freedom all over the 
universal world—anything but Cuba. 

Now, | say the Senate have the right to de- 
termine their own order of business; when to dis- 
cuss questions and decide questions. I know,as 
the Senator from Maine says, there are a body of 
men here presuming upon the practice of this body 
for sixty years, which, until we had this Repub- 
lican party, was never taken advantage of to ob- 
struct We have thought it 
proper to putin force neither the stringent rule 
of the House of Repress ntatives to putdown fac- 
tion, nor that of the British Parliament of hissing 
and scraping it out of its Halls; for these are the 
two means by which itis done. The british Par- 
liament hisses it, and scrapes it out of its Halls. 
The House of Representatives, perhaps more 
conveniently, puts a gag in its mouth. The Sen- 
ate of the United States, the representatives of sov- 


the public business. 


ereigns, supposed that, when a question was de- 
bated, and there were a majority in favor of it, 
especially if all opportunities were given to the 
minority, they were content to record the dissent 
of the sovereignties which they represented, and 
let questions pass. But no; when the argument 
is exhausted, when itis through, that will not do. 
We must do—what? Why, we are told we must 
go to the appropriation | ills: go to the lackland- 
ers; zo to liberty; give ** niggers to the nigger- 
less,’’ as the gentleman on my left says. Sir, the 
niggerless, and the negro country, have very little 
to do with anything we do here; and that is our 
power, and that makes us the masters of those 
who trade in government. 

Sir, | have sat here fourteen years, and have 
not claimed land for the landless, nor any law of 


' 


ours to invigorate the musclesof a human being | 


yorn in the State of Georgia. We are not men- 


dicants for your legislation; not a particle of it, | 


sir. Following our own industry, standing open 
to the markets of the world, not seeking Govern- 
ment aid for our industry, nor anything the Gov- 
ernment does, we are ready, at all times, to unite 
in all measures necessary to our foreign defense; 
all measifres appropriate for an equal administra- 
tion among ourselves, and the raising of revenue 
upon proper principles; but we have never brought 
the first petition, so far as lam concerned, in this 
Government, for fourteen years, to give one sol- 
itary advantage over a free man or a slave, at 
home or abroad, for one single stroke of industry 
ever struck by a freeman of Georgia—not one; 
neither fishing bounties, nor tariff bounties, nor 
emer yan in any shape or form. We have never 
veegged you for land. The land we gave to the 
landless was our own. It was not the common 
property. It was not the common funds. It was 
our fund, which we got as equals. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. We paid for it. 


Mr. TOOMBS. How? By getting $50,000,000 | 


for five or six million for the Indian titles in our 
country, by the sale of public lands in Alabama 
and Mississippi. Look to the figures and you 
will find that | am right. 

l have said that you were afraid to come to this 
wsue. Why do you not come to it? I have no 
doubt every Democrat on this floor could be 
brought to a vote in ten minutes. It will only 
take the time of calling the roll. We do not want 
tume. You do. Are you not prepared? Are you 
taken by surprise? Are you taken unawares? 
Have you not considered it? Are you not fit for 
your posts? I hope you are. 

Mr. WADE. We will choose our own time. 
- Mr. TOOMBS. In legislative bodies, no man 
should choose his own time. In society, no man 
should choose his own time. He should stand 
upon the laws of his country as a good citizen; 
and if he does not not, he is a factionist. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the Sen- 
ator allow me to interrupt him for moment? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


! : It is on the 
poimt of order that I wish to raise. 


I believe the 


j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 


Senator himself will sustain me in the correctness | here ten years, and what has he done > 
of the motion which I shall make. Itisin regard | 


to the question as to whether it is in order to dis- 
cuss the merits of a proposition on a motion to 
take it up I rise toa point of order again, al- 
though the Chair has ruled against it, for the pur- 
pose of taking anappeal from the decision. Lam 
aware, ce rtainly, as every one here is; that the 
officer who presides over us can desire, and does 
desire, nothing less than to give those judgments 
which shall be right, and could have no false pride 
in regard to any decision he might make. I will 
ask, then, if it be in order, with a view, if the de- 
cision shall be that it is in order, that | may have 
an opportunity to take an appeal, or I will tak an 
appeal from the last decision if itis to be allowed. 
l ask the Chair whether I can take an appeal from 
the decision already rendered, or whether it will 
have to be decided again before | can take it? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have but a word to say on 
this question. I think I have a right to reply to 
what has been said against me; and [ hope, as a 
matter of courtesy, that my friend will allow me 
to go on. If he does not, | shall vote against his 
appeal, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I would be very 
happy to give way to my friend, but I wish to 
state to him that,in making the point of order to 
arrest debate, | would much prefer doing it when 
a friend 1s on the floor than an opponent; but, if 
the Senator insists on it, I shall certainly yield the 
floor, and will not make the point of order. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I insist upon a hearing. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
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from Georgia yield to the Senator from Wiscon- 


sin? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire simply to an- 
nounce that, as appeals have been made to me 
personally in relation to this motion, | wish to 
say something before debate is entirely cut off on 
this question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Does the Sen- 
ator from Georgia Insist upon going on? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; 1 do. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. 
to say. 
tion, and showing what are the objections to 
taking this question, and taking it now, and show- 


Very well. 


| have but a very few words 


lam merely vindicating my own posi- | 


ing that gentlemen are unwilling that it should | 


come to a vote. 
the homestead bill considered now? My friend 
from Ohio said yesterday, morning: ‘friends of 


the landless, this is the last time; if we do not get 


Why do these Senators want | 


a vote on it now, | do not think we will ever get | 


a vote on it.”’ 


Mr. WADE. 

Mr. TOOMBS. He says that it is positively 
the last ume. Very well, I will accept that. 

But the Senator from New York attacks the 


Now is the last time, again. 
Positively. 


Administration. He goes entirely out of the ques- | 


uuon, entirely out of meeting Cuba, entirely out 
of meeting the arguments for Cuba, anything to 
enable us to come to a vote, and he says he will 
go to the country, and appeal to the country. He 
asks what has become of the Pacific railroad bill? 
1 helped to kill it; I can tell him that. That is 
what has become of that measure. So faras I 
agree with the President of the United States, I 
maintain his action; where I do not, I am a Sen- 
ator from Georgia, and that is an answer to all 


the observations about the President’s party. We | 


met the Pacific railroad, but we thought it bad 
policy. Who voted for it? 


It was a measure | 


the President supported; a measure the American | 


party supported; a measure the Republican party 


supported; a measure that a few Democratic gen- | 


tlemen, who differed from me, supported. So far 
as I am concerned, | watched it to fight it to the 
last extremity. 1 uttered not one word upon it, 
1 saw, or believed | saw, that it needed no lick 
from me; and if it had, it should have received 


, the best blow I could give it. 


| 
| 
' 
| 


He says the President of the United States 
wishes toextend slavery. Sir, if | wanted a man 
to benefit slavery | would take the Senator from 
New York. When he came into the Senate of 
the United States Iwas in the other House, and 
I have been there and here ever since, and he de- 
clared not only that he would maintain opposi- 
tion to slavery wherever it existed, but he would 
exclude it from every foot 6f ground over which 
the flag of the Republic floated. He has been 
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Has he 


freed a negro? Nota single one, unless he h 

done it clandestinely. He has not done jt by | ny 
He has not given liberty to a human beino = 
less he stole him. I suppose he did not do tl od 
but that is the only way he could do it. The . 
was nolaw by which he could do itynot one ° 


. . a Has 
pe excluded slavery from one foot of t rritory | » 
aw where it could rightly go? Notan inch. H, 


came in saying he would exclude it from New 
Mexico and all the Territories. What did he do? 
He went out for wool and got fleeced. He not 
only did not stop it south of 36° 30’, but we Porat 
off your restriction, trampled it under foot in Con. 
gress, condemned it by the people, and had our 
action approved by the judiciary. 
crusade against negroes. Ido not fear him upon 
that question. He may go and tell foolish oig 
men and spinsters and old maids in New York 
that he has done a thriving business jn freeing 
negroes, but he has never freed one. He has 
never sanctified one acre of land to liberty—not 
an inch—and he never will. These are not the 
people to do it. ; 

He pretends to be very valorous: I impugn no 
man’s personal courage. I think I am willing to 
test it if he wants todoit. Ido not know whether 
lam or not. I impugn no one’s courage; not at 
all; I never have done it, and do not now intend 
to doit. That is a question with him. 
him to put that to the test, not me. This is not 
a question of force. When I believe men shrink 
from questions and prefer not to give the vote, but 
would prefer to select another question which will 
be safer at home, I say so. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Hate] satd the same thing 
the other day. He said there wasa trembling of 
the knees of the Free-Soilers of New Hampshire, 
I do not doubt it. He said that Cuba had caused 
a good deal of shivering; like Belshazzar, their 
knees smote together. It is the confusion of the 
party. 

But the Senator from New York is extremely 
valorous. I tell him that he has one valor that I 
never want to have. I never expect to stand in 
this body and say the gentleman occupying the 
Chief Magistracy of this country has uttered sen- 
timents false, fabulous, and pretended. This 
charge is brought against the President of the 
United States. For forty years he has served his 
country. For forty years he has had the confi- 
dence of one of the largest States of this Common- 
wealth. For forty years he has held the relation 
of a gentleman here. For forty years he has been 
ready to defend his personal honor asa gentleman, 
wherever it was assailed. He has held himself 
responsible everywhere, in this body and else- 
where, to maintain his personal honor wherever 
it was assailed; and is it courageous in a gentle 
man who is not ready to defend his anywhere to 
assail the Chief Magistrate of the country with 
language that he dare not apply to a gentleman in 
a position to make him responsible; that he dare 
not apply to me? That is the point. Sir, I call 

| the attention of the country to it. I say his posi- 
tion forbids the President from replying to it. His 
position as President and Chief Magistrate of 
this country throws him out of the way of that 
defense of his personal honor which becomes 
every gentleman here. Even if I believed it, asa 
| man of honor, with reference to his position as 
Chief Magistrate of my country, I think no Sen- 
ator should use such language. It is unbecoming 
| the Senate. I say itis language which no Senator 
| responsible for what he says would utter; while 
but few men, connected as | am, even nominally, 
if you please, with the Democratic party, find 
fewer causes of agreement than I do with the Chief 
Magistrate, yet I feel it my duty to repel this 
charge. Sir, I repel it as an American Senator. 
I say it is a slander; and that he has uttered In 
the Senate what he cannot maintain as a gentle- 
man. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘Allow me one moment. Mr. 
President, I think this whole controversy can be 
settled now in afew moments. I tell the Senator 
from Wisconsin now, that while I shal! not vote 
for his homestead bill, if he will permit, or if the 
friends of the homestead bill will permit us to £0 
on with the Cuba question, until we come to the 
| conclusion of it, I will vote with him, and I feel 
| quite certain I can pledge friends enough to carry 
| the proposition, to take up the homestead bill next 


That is his 
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fi 1S. 
ai P shogether a different question. I shall not 
» to pass his bill, I may vote to lay it down 
vain in five minutes after we have taken it up; 
at I pledge him my word to take it up immedi- 


\ 
Vv 


j 


sfion 


What I desire in this connection is simply this: | 


., co along with one proposition at a time; settle 
‘yt.and then take up somethingelse. The friends 
‘the homestead bill are exceedingly anxious to 
ot that up. The friends of the Cuba bill are 
“yceedingly anxious to keep that before the Sen- 
» until we have disposed of it. I am for the 
Cyba bill. Lam very much opposed to the home- 
cad bill; but since we have the Cuba bill up, I 
want to dispose of that, Let us take the vote 
»pon it, if we can do so, or dispose of it in some 
way, and when that is done, I say to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, I will vote with him. 
him other friends on my side of the House to 


vote with him next after that. That is the amount | 


f the proposition. When we have it up, what 
we will do with it will be another question. I 
shall vote for it. 1 may vote to lay it on the table; 
but he will get the consideration of it. He will 
get it easier and quicker and more expeditiously 
by that course than he will by the present policy. 
\f he adopts that policy he gets it next after this 
pass it, let them pass it. I, at least, will go with 
him to take it up, and so will other friends on this 
side. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Will my friend allow me 
amoment? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I fear there is some mis- 


understanding on the part of gentlemen on the || 


ther side of the House with reference to this 
matter; and I am desirous that we should under- 
stand each other fully and fairly before we pro- 


eed further. I said, in reply to the Senator from | 


Georgia, when | was up before, that he knew very 


well that we could not be driven, in relation to |! 


this matter, further than we ourselves were will- 
ng. Now, it is with no desire whatever to waste 


the time in idle motions that we adopt this course; | 


out Senators will look atit, They were able to 
bring this Cuba bill before the Senate for consid- 
erauon to any extent, for the first time, this morn- 
ug. Up to this period, which, it seems, was 


agreed upon on the other side of the Chamber, 


the Senator from Virginia had his appropriation 
bls. This morning, however, it was otherwise. 
ln what condition did it leave us? With a large 
tumber of gentlemen on this side of the House, 
who desire, before this vote is taken, to speak 
upon this question. Well, sir, we have gone on 
from twelve o’clock to-day, and there have been 
three speeches made—perhaps four. What is the 
result? 


in session for two nights until twelve o’clock on 
business, that we shall take this Cuba bill and 
make the speeches that we have to make upon it 
in the course of a single night-sitting, for it will 
take all night to do it, because it is perfectly man- 
ifest that must be the case if we say what we want 
to say on this side of the Chamber. Is that just? 
is that fair? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I willask the Senator from 
Maine to permit me to make a statement. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Certainly. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. [I will state to the Senator 
from Maine, so far from the majority of the Sen- 
alte being desirous to do that, there have been 
tepeated propositions to gentlemen who agree 
with him in opinion that the vote on this Cuba 


vulshould be taken at any time to-morrow evening | 


cesired, and the whole intermediate time at their 


“isposal, to be divided out to suit themselves, if | 


‘ney would only name some hour at which they 


would have finished speaking and be ready to | 


Vote. It was refused. 
_Mr.FESSENDEN. How can we tell at what 
‘ime we shall finish? That is precisely the thing 


‘o which we object. If you adjourn to areason- | 


able hour ia the mornin 

Mr. BENJAMIN. When you please. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well; to a reason- 
thle hour in the morning, and take this matter up 
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What we will do after we get the bill |! at that time, and if we then, after we have finished 


jy after we have taken the vote on this ques- | 

~ and I feel quite certain that I can pledge him | 
..g enough on our side, added to his, whatever | 
sotlemen may say, to take it up after this prop- 


I pledge || 


We are here at ten o’clock at night; | 
and whatdo you insist upon? After we have been | 


our speaking upon the subject, should delay you, 

or delay the passage of the bill, the responsibility 

will be upon us for so doing, That will be the 
| amount of it. Now itis upon you,and you may 
take your own choice. We do not object to it. 
We have no complaint to make; at least | have 
no complaints to make. I only want it under- 
stood perfectly throughout the country what the 
|| state of the facts is; that Senators come in here, 
after we have been acting upon the business of 
|| the Senate two nights, until midnight, and say to 
|| us on this side of the House, when there are so 
||many men who desire to express their senti- 
|| ments, that they have got to take the third night 
} and go through without sleep, in order to enable 
| ou to pass the bill at this period of the session. 
} hat is the proposition made. It was made by 
|| the Senator from Louisiana. 
|| Mr. BENJAMIN. I ask the Senator to per- 
| mit me to state another fact. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
| Mr. BENJAMIN. 
|| made to-day. 


Certainly. 
Three speeches have been 
y- Some of the Senator’s friends in- 
formed us that there were twenty speeches more 
|| to be made. ‘Those twenty speeches, three a day, 
|| would take us untilafter the 4th of March. Under 
|| these circumstances, a proposition was made to 
|, the Senator’s friends to take all of to-night, or so 
|| much of it as they pleased, and all to-morrow, or 
|| so much as they pleased; all of to-morrow night, 


|| or so much as they pleased, and fix themselves | 
proposition; and then, if they have the power to | 


the time for voting. 
| declined. 
Mr. FESSENDEN, I know nothing about 
| any proposals at all, in relation tothe matter. No 


That proposition has been 


_ of none. 

| Mr.SLIDELL., I will state to the Senator from 
|| Maine, if he will allow me 
Mr. FESSENDEN. With great pleasure. I 
|| will yield to anybody who wants to say any- 
|| thing. 


| Mr. SLIDELL. 





Having charge of this meas- 
ure, I spoke with a sort of quasi authority upon 
|| the subject publicly, in my place, and in making 
an appeal to the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wang, ] 
if he was prepared to go on, and for other Sena- 
|, tors to do so, | stated there would be no dispo- 
sition to press them. We desired to give them 
|, all the chance to speak, and if they did not choose 
to go on and speak to-night, if they would agree 
|| to dispose of this bill finally to-morrow, there 
|| would be no objection to an adjournment at a 
reasonable hour. That I stated publicly. 
|| Mr. WADE, I only wish to say that after 
|| the speaking had ceased on this side, 1 had no 
|, doubt when I made the motion to adjourn but 
| that it would be complied with. I asked if there 
|| was any one who wished to speak this evening. 
|| 1 did not feel very well, and it was late, and I 
| 
| 





| thought we ought not to speak to-night, and | 
| moved an adjournment; but it did not carry, Of 
| course, after that vote was taken, I thought other- 
wise. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I wish to make a state- 
| mentof fact. I have no desire to discuss the ques- 
| tion atall. I hear gentlemen around me saying 


| 
| 


|| or asking to whom this proposition was made? I | 


state, on my honor, that I made it to three mem- 
|| bers of that party, and was informed by them it 
| would not be entertained. 
|| Mr.FESSENDEN. Well, sir, Ido not know 
| how that was, nor do I much care about it; be- 
|| cause, as I stated before, it is well we should un- 
|| derstand ourselves. It is a little hard, although 
| Ido not complain of it, (and when I say it is hard, 
|| I merely say it is rather stringent,) on the part of 
|| gentlemen to take up a bil] of this importance, with 
|| sO many men who are opposed to it in this Sen- 
| ate, of a morning, and give notice that, when it is 
|| taken up on that morning, it is to be continued 
| until the question is taken. ‘That was the notice 
|| that was given by the Senator from Louisiana. 
|| Mr. SLIDELL. I did not wish to be under- 
| stood that it was to be decided without an ad- 
|| journment. We were willing thatthe discussion 
|, should be continued until the bill was disposed of. 
|| Mr. FESSENDEN. If that is what the Sen- 
|| ator understood, then what follows? We goon, 
|| and at a late hour in the evening, after sitting two 
|| days from twelve o’clock until twelve o’clock, 
\| 
| 


and sitting with patience and desiring to do the 
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|| propositions have been made to me. I have heard || 


twelve hours in succession, here upon business, | 


business of the country, we then begth the next 
morning and sit from twelve to eight in the even- 
ing, Or it was perhaps an earlier hour when the 
Senator from Ohio made the motion to adjourn. An 
adjournment is asked for, and what ts the an- 
swer? Agree that you will get through at a par- 
ticular time, and we will allow you to go home, 
otherwise you have to stay here all night. Now, 
sir, do you suppose that we are made of such 
kind of stuff that we will submit to terms of that 
description, imposed upon us in that way? [ 
would sit here, I say it honestly, not only to-night, 
but to-morrow, if my strength will enable-me to 
hold out so long, and [ rather think it would, 
with occasional help such as we can get during 
sessions, rather than submit to any such thing. 
I want it understood: this bill is brought up of a 
morning; the debate fairly opened this morning; 
only two or three speeches were made upon it 
before, except as a preliminary debate when the 
bill was brought in, and most of those speeches 


| were from the other side of the House; there has 


been very little debate upon it by a great many of 
us on this side; and we are told we mustgo through 
with it. Thatis our objection. Our objection is, 
we are to have it put upon us by that condition; 
‘* we will grant you a little time for the sake of 
| sleep after this work has been done, if you will 
| agree to have the question taken up and finished 
at a particular time.”’ 

Let gentlemen remind themselves of Jast year. 
I told them then, in my place here,as did others, 
‘* treat us fairly; do not attempt to impose condi- 
tions; let us have the time which we require to 

| speak; and then, if we treat you in a manner, or 
| the country in a manner, that it will not justify, 
and ought not to be justified, the consequences 
are upon us.’’ That is the only relation which 

| Senators ought to bear to each other, and which 

| two parties in this Senate ought to bear to each 
other; and not, because we happen to be a minor- 
ity, that we are to submit to rules and dictation 
/about time; ** we will give you so much ume if 
you will agree to do so and so.”’ 

| Mr. BENJAMIN. Exactly. 

| Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly; that isex- 
actly it; and thatis exactly what we do not choose 
to submit to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. 

| dent 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Maine yield to the Senator from Arkansas ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. | hope the Sen- 
ator will allow me to interrupt him. I know that 
he will not misconstrue it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly not. I know 
the Senator from Arkansas too well for that. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I| suggest that 
I would be glad now to have an opportunity to 

| raise the point of order, as I have not interrupted 
the debate heretofore. The Senator knows my 
_ regard for him, and he will not misconstrue it. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I am very sorry that the 
| Senator should show his regard for me by raising 
the point on me just atthis time. Any other 
proof of regard would be more acceptable. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 appreciate it 
at once; and if the Senator insists upon that view 
of it, and feels that there is something else out of 
the line which he is now presenting, and has not 
already presented to us, I certainly shall not in- 
sist upon pressing the pointagain; but I will give 
notice that upon the next Senator who attempts 
to continue this debate, be he friend politically or 
foe politically, I will insist upon the point. If 
the Senator desires to go on, very well; but it is 
evident that he is not discussing either the merits 
of the question proposed to be taken up, or that 

| which is proposed to be laid down, but a mere 
| matter of a majority imposing upon a minority, 
and pressing the necessity for a vote—without 
which vote and action no Government can get 
along, dependent upon a body like this, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Weare discussing, Mr. 
President, just the kinds of questions that we 
might be supposed to be discussing at this time 
of night, and under these circumstances; just 
what we always discuss under similar circum- 
stances at this period. Now, I was saying that 
we are not to be misled, and I think the country 
will not be misled, by this idea that we are inter- 
posing before the business of the country. Let 
us look at the proposition which has been made 

| by the honorable Senator from Mississippi. Why 


Presi- 
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not vote upon this bill? Sir, we are not ready to 
vote upon this bill, 

Mr. BROWN When will you be ready ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN Th itis more than | am 
able to say. Tam ready to vote upon 
as my friends have finished what they want to 
say onit. Ido notthink I shall desire to say any- 
thine upon it. unless itis inthe w ly ofa running 
fight, just as we are going on now. 

Mr. IVERSON. Why cannot your friends go 
on, and make their speeches ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will answer the Sen- 


as soon 


ator, because this 1s a very arreeable kind of 


conversation, You see it occupies time. (ues- 
tions com alon 


PRESIDENT. The Chair must 


The VICE 
ask the Senator from Maine, and also the Senator 
from Georvia, to address the Chair. 

Mr. FESSENDEWN. Iam very happy to ad- 


drers my conversation to the Chair, for ] am al- 
ways sure of a patient and attentive listening. 
Sometimes | do not find that on the right and left 

| was Saying, Sir, that the proposi- 
Senator from Mississippi is delusive. 
this question now. We 


We have not ar- 


sid of me 
tion of the 
He asks us 


are not re ady to vote 


to vot woeNn 


upon it 


rived ata period when we can vote upon it. Why, 
then, not discuss it now? J say for the reason 
that we have been discussing that question sine¢ 
twelve o’clock this mor er and centlemen ecan- 
not be ex ed to} wt this period of the 
session, and at th time, under these circum 
stances, to 2o on with labored speeches on this 
question. ‘That is the reason why we did not go 
on. What was the result? Why not vote, say 
they? ‘Take a vote « this qu stion, and then 
Senators suy they wl vote to take up the other; 
and then they say to us, why inter e the home- 
stead lat a period of the session when we have 
the business of the country to do, and the appro- 


priation billsto pass: why put thistn. here when 


we have got as much to do as we ean In order to 
getthrough? The burden might be upon us, then. 
ltis upon you now; and if veu chooseto put this 
question he re at this peri ! of the session, and 


ail 


the result is what we 
said before, the burden is 


anticyy 


ate, I say, as ] 


not upon us, but upon 


you: d we do not choose to have it thrown 
upon us by laying one aside, and interposing the 
other. At least I do not, for one. 


< 


several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Wisconsin is entitled tothe floor. He yielded to 
the Senator from Maine. ‘ 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [rise toa ques- 
tion of order. I trust the Senator will appreciate 
the forbearance that has led me to withhold that 
point of order solong. Itis that it is not in order 
to discuss the merits of a question on a motion to 
take it up; and IL shall now appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. As that decision stands here 
now, I believe I have the richt to appeal, Pre- 
vious to that, | will read a portion of the sixth 
rule, which goes on to say, ** Every question of 
order shall be decided by the President, without 
debate, subject to an appeal to the Senate.”? It 
also states that the President may call for the 
sense of the Senate on any question of order, if 
he may choose to do so, leaving it optional with 
the Chair to take either course. It is in nothing 
but the highest respect for the Chair that this 
movement is made upon my part in regard to the 
point’of order. [then make the point that it is 
not in order to discuss the merits of a question on 
® motion to take it up, since there is no end to 
the discussion, as we have already seen. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Wisconsin, that the 





point of order must be decided by the Chair with- 


out debate, 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
thine. 
Mr. BROWN. 


We do not want you to say 
anything. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from | 


Wisconsin addresses the Chair. ‘The Chair will 
hear what he has to say. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, do I un- 
derstand the honorable Senator from Arkansas to 
raise his point of order now? 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Yes, sir. 


He does 


The 


I have not yet said any- | 


Senator from Arkansas raises a point of order 
that the merits of this proposition cannot be dis- 
cussed upon a motion to take itup. The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Arkansas that the 
Senator from Wisconsin has not commenced dis- 
cussion upon the merits of the proposition, and 
therefore there is nothing for him to decide. 
{ Laughter. i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, on the 
point of order, I desire to say—— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. On the point 
of order I presume | shall be allowed to appeal. 
I have a right to appeal from the decision which 
has been given by the Chair, I believe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
take his appeal as soon as the discussion com- 
mences; but the Chair does not think it in order 
at this time to take an appeal from a former de- 
CISION long past. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Well, let the 
Senator begin, and then I will make the point of 
ord: r. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, the hon- 
orable Senator from New York, in the course of 
his remarks, said that he thought | had acted un- 
wisely this morning when | yielded the floor for 
the purpose of allowing the vote to be taken on 
the route bill, and that remark of the hon- 
New York makes it neces- 
sary for me to say a single word by way of per- 
explanation. The circumstances under 
which we adjourned last night, at about eleven 


post 
orable Senator from 


sonai 


o’eclock, were such, and the conversation amone 
Senators was suc 1, for one, felt bound in 
honor not to obstruct the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate when the hour should arrive to take up the 
special order, and to take a vote upon that bill, 
I therefore felt bound in honorat that hour to yield 
the floor. ‘The present occupant of the chair was 
not then in the chair. It was occupied by the 


h, th 


tne 
honorable Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Foor, ] 
and | yielded with the understanding, or at all 
events reserving to myself the understanding, that 
I would take the floor immediately after the vote 
had been takenon that bill; but in the mean time 
the Senator from Vermont had left the chair; the 


present occupant was in the chair, and although | 


! rose, as I supposed, with others upon the floor, 
without any knowledge of the present occupant 
of the chair of this understanding, the floor was 
assigned to the honorable Senatorfrom Louisiana, 
[Mr. Surperr,] which gave him the preference. 
| beg to say to those honorable Senators who 
have appealed to me, as a matter of courtesy, and 
why I ought now to withdraw this motion, that 
what transpired this morning, what has now oc- 


=? 


curred in the Senate, makes it incumbent upon | 


me to decline to yield to their request. In declin- 
ing so to do, I wish distinctly to have it under- 
stood that | do not question at all the sincerity 
of the honorable Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jonnson,} as a friend of the homestead bill, nor 
do I question the sincerity of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, [Mr. Rice,} who also made 
the same appeal; but | feel compelled, under the 
circumstances of the case, to insist upon the mo- 
tion; and I will state the reason. 

This homestead bill is a practical measure now 
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Mr. DOOLITTLE. Before the appeal is maa, 


I think it proper for the honorable Senator fron, 
Arkansas to reduce his point of order to Writ; ~y 
that the Senate may know the words made aes 
out of order. Ido notthink 1 have discussed ih 
merits of the proposition, fae 
ee IVERSON. The rule does not require 
that. 2 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It js reduced 
to writing. 

Mr. IVERSON. The rule is, that when a Sen 
ator is called to order for offensive words ae 
fensive words must be taken down. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I would ie. 
gest now, In support of the appeal which I feel 
bound to take, that there has been a practice yn. 
doubtedly heretofore—we all know and-acknoy). 
edge it—to permit the very widest range of dis. 
cussion. This has been the case in days pag: 
when it was seen that this body was more cana, 


’ the of- 


: eee pa- 
ble of controlling its own action than it appears 
to be at the present day. It is necessary, and ey. 


ery day proves it to ourselves, to begin to draw 
more tightly the acknowledged and recognized 
parliamentary rules, to enable a body that has in- 
creased almost each successive Congress in jts 
numbers, to assume an effective character and to 
carry out its own object. It we shall continys 
this course, of debating the merits of a question 
ona motion to take it up, | call the attention os 
Senators to the fact, and I believe they will rec- 
ognize it, it will not be a great length of time be- 
fore the previous question will be established her : 
by which the majority will cut off the minority 
whenever they please, and will arrest that free 
dom of discussion which each side, under the 
present rules and at the present time, with refer. 


'! ence to the rules, is disposed to concede to th 


opposite side. 

Now, sir, under these circumstances, I only 
ask that we shall assume and accept the ordinary 
parliamentary rules that exist, with a view. to at- 
tain, if possible, some results upon all the propo- 
sitions that may be had here. If a practice has 
existed heretofore, as the Chair has asserted, as 
I do not doubt, which is vicious in its character, 
and which, | think, is self-evident to-night, is be- 
ing misused, or rather 1s being abused, it seems 
to me it is time the voice of the Senate should de- 
clare at once the true parhamentary rule, and by 
that declaration enable the Chair to enforce it; 
who now gives, as his only reason for not en- 
forcing it, the fact that the practice has heretofore 
prevailed in the Senate. Under these circum- 
stances, I trust that the majority will enable the 
Chair to enforce the rule—a rule which is parlia- 
mentary in itself, and which has existed in all de- 


|| liberative bodies, at least in those that have been 


\| Chair. 


pending before Congress, which can be acted upon | 


and decided. It has been discussed in various 
forms for fifteen years, and itis not necessary that 


most eminent elsewhere and heretofore. I there- 
fore now present the appeal, and ask that the 
Senate will sustain it, to enable the Chair to en- 
force some restriction upon this wide range of 
debate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am very sorry that this 
appeal has been taken from the decision of the 
There has been one decision of the Chair 


to-night that debate was out of order, and that 
| was while the Senators upon this side were ad- 


any time should be taken up in its discyssion now? || 


It has passed the House; and, if we are willing 
to act upon it now, it can pass the Senate, and it 
can become a law; whereas this other proposition 


with which it is antagonized is nota practical | 


measure of legislation before the present Con- 
cress, as I understand it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
the point of order. 
discussing the merits of the question. 
that it has been discussed fifteen years constitutes 
one of its principal merits. I therefore raise the 
question that it 1s not in order to enter into that 


I rise now to 
The Senator is now certainly 


The fact ! 


discussion upon a motion to take up this bill. | 


shall ask the Chair to decide it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 


Arkansas raises a point of order that the Senator | 


from Wisconsin is not in order. For the reasons 


given by the Chair just before, he does not sus- || 


tain the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
from that decision, and ask the sense of the Sen- 
ate upon it, 


Then I appeal 


dressing the Senate. It was not more than a min- 
ute before the discussion on the other side of the 
Chamber commenced, and continued for perhaps 
half an hour, when some one on this side got u 

to reply, and the question of order was made 
against him, and it was decided by the preset! 
occupant of the chair that the Senator was 1 
order. No appeal was taken from it unt! some- 
time subsequent, when there was another point 
of order made, with the request that the Presiding 
Officer would present that question to the Senate, 


| very much as it is now sought to be presented by 


an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
I dislike anything like a consumption of time! 
useless debate; but if Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber, and particularly the Senator who 
now, in perfect good faith, makes this appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, wish rot to consume 


| the time of the Senate in such debate as this, I 


will suggest one method that will relieve these 
frequent appeals, and relieve this threatened rule o! 
the previous question being applied to the Senate; 
and that is, not to make rules of order in caucus 
for the Senate, and not to agree, before they come 
into the Senate, that they will prescribe this and 
that rule for the whole body of the Senate. Its 
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1809. 


ractice which produces the inequality in 

te that is felt to be grinding upon the 
Now, 1 do not believe that there would be any 
»o manifested in this debate, if the honorable 
or from Georgia had been present when the 
from Ohio rose and addressed the Chair 

he pending question—the Cuba bill. He 

i that be had been here ten hours; that he was 


usted, and did not like to occupy the atten- | 


of the Senate to-night; that if there were 

r Senators, who wished to do so, he was will- 
«o stay and listen; but he was not able, nor 
jhe think it proper, to go on to-night. It was 
wn these three or four days that he intended 
\dress the Senate upon this question; and after 
made 
up the very measure that was postponed by 
mere accident of the Vice President not being 
» chair this morning when the Senator from 


that suggestion, a motion was made to | 


Wisconsin gave way to take the vote upon the | 


ist Office bill. It not being known to the Pre- 
jing Officer that he had given way, for the pur- 
of allowing the vote to be taken on that bill, 
Senatorfrom Louisiana [Mr. Sime.) was rec- 
nized. ‘he Senator from Wisconsin rose at the 
une time, for the purpose of taking up the home- 
stead bill, as I have been told. 
the motion. The Senator from Louisiana caught 
ifthe Chair, and brought up this Cuba 
| in preference to the homestead bill; and we 
we been occupied nine or ten, and I do not know 
iteleven hours, upon it. | beheve it was taken 
it twelve o’clock, and has been debated all 


eye ¢ 


iy. 
When Senators had exhausted themselves and 
unwilling to go on further with this import- 


He did not make | 


| | have nothing to say. 


t debate, we have proposed to take up a ques- | 


iwhich cannot elicit debate, in order to save 


ie. ‘Then there Was a debate about making | 





itions and receiving propositions. It was 
rested upon the other side, if the Senator 
d give way and let the debate go on and be 
ed now, to-morrow the land bill should come 


It was thought doubtful, as that land billhad | 
1) postponed under the pressure of the appro- | 


ation bills, and an appeal was made to the 
airman of the Committee on Finance, whether 
would agree to that; and he said, no, he would 
terpose the appropriation bili at any time he 
could get the chanee; so that no understanding 
d be had. When a measure that commands 
majority of the votes of the Senate, and most 
f that maj rity happens to be on this side of the 
Chamber, these appropriation bills are interposed. 


I} 


lhey postpone everything except mere party ques- 


ns. L appealed to the chairman of the Finance | 


Committee three weeks ago, to know what change 

i taken place in his mind, that he would con- 

nt to postpone the appropriation bill in order to 
t this Cuba question come up; and yet, wher 
any other question is broughtup, he insists on his 

culiar privilege of having theappropriation bills 
first considered, Thatis nearly a month ago; and 
every time this Cuba bill has been sought to be 
made the subject of discussion, other business 
has been yielded, and all the appropriation bills, 
except, I think, upon one occasion. I believe once 
an appropriation bill did get the preference upon 
a vote, over that subject. 

lt is certainly, very late in the session; but after 
we have devoted ten hours to the consideration 
of that question, and four or five speeches are to 
be made upon it—I do not know whether there 
are as Many as four or five upon the merits of the 
bill—one Senator rose to address the Chair, and 
said that it was too late to go on to-night; but if 
some one else was ready to go on, he would stay 
and listen. This question of the land bill is then 
brought up as a mere saving of time. Senators 
vave taken an hourand a half, and I donot know 
but two hours, in discussing it, rather than per- 
mitthat question to come up, which would not 
ve debated, perhaps, half an hour when taken up. 
vow, | appeal to Senators if this does not look 
ue a determination, upon the part of the oppo- 
tents of that bill, who have maintained a major- 
ity,two or three times, to put that behind all other 
ieasures, and first, behind this measure, which 
Ic vnsider, without disrespect, to be 
Mr. PUGH. I should like to know whether 
“evate is in order on an appeal from a decision of 
‘he Chair? if so,1 think we had better withdraw 
‘a appeal. I see nothing to be gained by it. 





pquestion at all before the 


Mr. SIMMONS. I am going to show, Mr. 
President, if I possibly can, the order in which 
business is presented to the Senate, and thé pro- 
priety of taking up this bill in preference to the 
other, at this stage of the discussion. There is 
nothing that can be more pertinent or clear than 
the decision which the Chair made this evening 
about these points of order. He decided, three 
times, that Senators were in order who were 
speaking on the propriety of taking up one bill in 
preference to another. An appeal being made to 
him to present the question to the Senate, he de- 
clined, and very properly declined so to do. I 
think the decision strictly in order, according to 
the whole usage of the Senate ever since I have 
known the Senate. I never knew a question 
whether one bill should be preferred to another 
being raised in the Senate, but what the reasons 
for the preference were allowed to be assigned. Is 
there no reason to be offered why we should post- 
pone one measure to take upanother, or is the Sen- 
ate to act blindly upon everything which has not 
been caucused into priority? ‘That is the question 
I put—that this is legitimate for the consideration 
of the Senate. The very suggestion made as to 
the importance of one measure over another, why 
one measure is not likely to be passed by Con- 
gress, and another one is, and we can consum- 
mate legislation upon itif it should be taken up at 
this late hour, is pertinent on this very discussion. 
It relates distinctly to the merits of the proposition 
of taking up one and postponing another measure. 
So fawas the discussion has takena personal turn, 
j I do not mean to say that 
we should distribute the lands. Thatis not the 

Senate. The question 
is on the propriety of taking up one in preference 
to the other. A man may prefer to take up the 
land bill, although he is going to vate against its 
passage, in order that we may dispose of 1 and 
settle it. I have said nothing about which of the 
two I prefer; but I say itis perfectly perunent and 


| proper in the Senate for any Senator to address 


the Chair upon that subject. 

Mr. BIGLER. I wisi to say only one word. 
Iam very apprehensive that this proposition of 
the Senator from Arkansas will not answer the 
purpose designed. Itis very evident that a ma- 


jority of this body are in favor of the passage of 


the Cuban bill. It is equally evident that the mi- 
nority, if they are determined to do it, can talk 
the time away. ‘They claim to have a majority 
in favor of the homestead bill. That may or may 
not be so. But it is equally evident that the op- 
ponents of that bul can talk it away and defeat 
it. Now,l am, for one, willing that the sense 
of this body shall be had on both propositions; 
and Ltherefore madea suggestion thaton the other 
side they name any hour between this and mid- 
night to-morrow night, in which we shall vote on 
both propositions. ‘There can be from that po- 
sition noescape. There would be no opportunity 
to debate it, or talk the ttmeaway. Ifthe Senator 
from Wisconsin is exceedingly anxious to have 
a vote on the homestead bill, that would bea fair 


| proposition for him; and I have good reason to 


| tion. 


believe, on this side there would be a disposition 
to accept such an understanding. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 
Arkansas raises a pointof order that the Senator 
from Wisconsin was not in order, on the ground 
that he was discussing the merits of the proposi- 
The Chair does not sustain the point of 
order made by the Senator from Arkansas, and 
he appeals from that decision. 

Mr. SMITH. I move to lay the motion of 


| the Senator from Arkansas upon the table. [‘‘ Oh, 


no!’’ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
reas and nays on that motion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. What will be the effect of 
that motion if adopted ? Would that be a decision 
of the point of order, and authorize gentlemen to 
proceed; or would it be simply placing it where 
it may be taken up for discussion hereafter ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Jt will only be lay- 
ing it on the table to be taken up again. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I think we mightas 
well decide it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved to lay 
the appeal from the decision of the Chair upon 
the table. 

Mr. SMITH. At the suggestion of the gentle- 
men around me,I withdraw the motion. 


I ask for the 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Question is, 


**Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 


_ judgment of the Senate?’’ 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That is brought in at a 
stage when the question raised, it seems to me, 
does not raise the pommt which the Senator from 
Arkansas desires to raise. The Senator from 
Wisconsin was not discussing the subject-matter 
of this bill, as | understood him. He was con- 
fining himself, perhaps not so closely as possible, 
but certainly very closely, to the question of the 
propriety of taking up the homestead bill. He 
was not going into a general discussion, as had 
been done by others, and it seems to me that the 
question is not fairly raised by the Senator from 
Arkansas. Other parties did discuss the whole 
subject of these propositions; but the Senator 
from Wisconsin 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
will allow me on that subject to state that it was 
at once for the Chair to determine whether the 
point was well taken. The Chair considered it 
not well taken; consequently he overruled the 
pomt of order, not with reference to the question 
as to whether the Senator was discussing the mer- 
its of the question, but with reference to the va- 
lidity of the point which i presented. Now, un- 
der these circumstances, the Chair acted upon the 
point which the Senator from Illinois now pre- 
sents; but [submit that the shortestand best way 
of getting clear of it is to take a vote upon it, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me rather un- 
fair to make the Senator from Wisconsin respons- 
ible for the speeches that other parties made 
upon the subject-matter of the question about 
which this priority question has arisen; for really 
if this rule were adopted, if it were a rule of the 
Senate that on a motion to postpone one subject 
to take up another, general discussion should not 
be allowed, | do not think the Chair would have 
ruled the Senator from Wisconsin out of order. 
I may be wrong in that. If [-am, then there is 
no point in my remarks; but it seems to me the 
Senator from Wisconsin would have been in order, 
even if a different rule had been adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Illinois, to dispose of 
the point of order, that it was the opinion of the 
Chair that the course of rematk of the Senator 
from Wisconsin was rather to the merits of the 
proposition, and beyond the mere suggestion in 
regard to the order of business. ‘The Senator 
from Arkansas appeals from the decision of the 
Chair; and the question is on that appeal. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I rise only to occupy a 
few minutes with this question. Suppose we 
adopt the rule, that the merits of a question are 
not to be discussed upon a motion to take it up: 
still there comes to be some little difficulty in ap- 
plying the rule practically. Now, I take it, the 
rule would be this: if the Senator is using a train 
of argument calculated to induce a man to vote a 
particular way on the bill when it is up, if it were 
up, he is arguing the merits of the case. I will 
state that point again, sir. If he use such sort of 
reasoning, such a course of argumentation, as 
would be adapted-to induce us to vote for his bill 
if it were before us, then he is entering into the 
merits of the bill; but, so long as he is using ar- 
guments which are tending to show that we ought 





now to take it up, he is not arguing the merits of 


the question at ail. 

Now, Mr. President, when the question arises 
whether we shall continue to consider one pertic- 
ular topic, by proposing to take up another one, 
the relative importance of those two topics, and 
especially their importance at the present moment, 
must certainly be legitimate to the question of 
whether you willtakeitup. For instance: when 
the Senator from Wisconsin was arguing here 
that the homestead bill was a bill which had al- 
ready passed the other branch of Congress; and 
which, if acted upon here, would be definitive in 
relation to the bill itself, and operative in its effect, 
certainly it was not an argument tending to con- 
vince a man to vote for that bill if it were up. Lt 
is only an argument tending to show why we 
should take it up, and give preference to it over 
one that is pending. 1 understand that to be the 
order of argument used. So, too, of the relative 
importance, at the present moment, of the two 
measures. It is certainly very important to the 
consideration of which you would prefer first to 
consider. But, then, even when you come to 
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that, there if some difficulty in the practical ap- 
plication of it; but I can hardly see how a gen- 
tleman can furnish an argument more legitimate 
to the question of taking up a bill, than to com- 
pare its relative importance with the one to which 
it is proposed to give place. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senate 
hear a single suggestion from the Chair upon the 
point of order? ‘There seems to be no distinc- 
tion, no difference, no alternative between unlim- 
ited debate and no debate, upon a motion in refer- 
ence to an order of business; and if the appeal of 
the Senator from Arkansas is sustained, the Chair 
will consider it an instruction from the Senate to 
confine remarks upon the erder of business within 
the narrowest possible compass. 

Mr. DOOLITILE. Mr. Rresident, as the ap- 
peal is taken from the decision of the Chair, by 
the honorable Senator from Arkansas, to the Sen- 
ate, it would be very important to members of the 
Senate to know what I did say in order to determ- 
ine the question whether I was or was notin order. 
As I can hardly have hoped to have arrested the 
attention of all the Senators, perhaps it 1s just to 
them and better for deciding this question, that I 
should substantially repeat what | did say. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I beg to sug- 
rest again that another point of order intervenes 
just at this place. I did not interrupt the Senator 
from Vermont with it, as lL saw he had very nearly 
finished his remarks; but that pointis, that it is 
notin order, unquestionably, to debate whether 
another Senator was in or out of order after the 
Chair has already given a decision, and an appeal 
has been taken from thatdecision. Now, whether 
the first Senator that was called to order was in 
or out of order, is matter immaterial, when the 
Chair has given a decision and an appeal has 
been taken from it. ‘There can be but one sub- 
ject-matier of discussion; not whether the first 
Senator called to order was in order or was out 
of order; but the one subject under discussion is 
upon the appeal as to whether it is a proper de- 
cision on the part of the Chair or not; and that 
is the attitude in which it stands. Now, that the 
Senator from Vermont should have suffered so 
plain a point as that to escape his attention, with 
his acknowledged astuteness, is to me matter of 
surprise. ‘hat the’ Senator from Wisconsin ac- 
cepted the example furnished him from one some- 
what distinguished in this body as a debater and 
parliamentarian, cannot at all surprise me, since | 
he makes no more pretension in the body, I be- 
lieve, than | do myself, and that is very little. 
Now, | do object to the consideration of the ques- 
tionas to what was said by the Senator first called 
to order, for it is a total departure from that tis- 
cussion which is authorized in the rule, to wit, 
the discussion of the merits of the decision of the 
Chair, upon which an appeal is now taken. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, if I could 
have hoped that every Senator now called upon 
to decide upon my case, whether Lam in order or 
out of order, had heard what | did say, I should 
at once be willing to allow this question to pass. 
The Chair has decided in my favor under the 
former rules and practice of the Senate. An ap- 
peal is now made to the body, and they certainly 
ought to understand the facts before they decide 
the case, whether it shall be decided for or against 
me, in order to know whether | was discussing 
the merits of the question or not. If the honor- 
able Senator calls me to order, and does not pro- 
duce the words which I used out of order, so (hat 
the Senate can judge, it is necessary that they | 
should be given in some way to the Senate when 
they are called upon to vote. Ido not wish to | 
repeat what | said by way of personal explana- 
tion, because I do not understand the point of | 
order so made upon them; but [ will simply state, 
in a Very few words, what I said in relauon to the 
two bills, 

I said this: that, as that homesteed bill had 
passed the House, it was now before the Senate; 
and if we act upon that, it will pass into a law | 
and become a practical measure. I said, further, 
that the measure had been discussed for fifteen 
years, and the judgment of every Sendtor is made || 
upon the question, and we are ready to vote upon 
it. I said further, thatin relation to this Cuba 
bill which has been brought into the Senate, and 
1s now pending here at this late stage of the ses- 
sion, there cannot be any respectable hope enter- | 


| Senator has already made up his mind; and all 


‘order. | think it equally evident that there is no | 
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the House of Representatives. It is, therefore, || 


i} 


not a practical question of legislation for the pres- || 
ent ses8ion of Congress; and therefore I say that || 


I prefer practical legislation of Congress to that 
which 1s impracticable at the present stage of the 
session. | prefer that whichgan pass into a law, | 
in preference—— . 

Mr. SMITH. I rise to a question of order. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will | 
state his noint of order. 

Mr. SMITH. 
Wisconsin is repeating what he said. The Sena- | 
tor from Arkansas raises a question of order upon 
what the Senator had uttered before. 
suming the time of the Senate in repeating it. It 
occurs to me that this is out of order, for it is a | 
consumption of time in relation to the matter upon 
which the Senator prefers his appeal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair states | 
that this is a question upon an appeal; that de- 
bate has never been restricted upon it, and it is 
not out of order to consume time. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President 

Mr. POLK. Let me appeal to the Senator from 
Wisconsin. We recollect what he said, and do 
not wantit repeated over again; atleast I, forone, 
do not; and | do not suppose there is a Senator 
on the floor who wants to hear it repeated over 
again. We all recollect what it was. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 will ask my friend from | 
Missouri, if he recollects what I said when I ad- | 
dressed the Chair the last time, or whether he 
bears in mind what I said when this question Was 
first brought in? 

Mr. POLK. I donot mind what he said when 
he first brought it up. °| 

Mr. HALE. Me. President 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Allow me to say asingle | 
word, for | know the Senate is impatient. Mr. 
President, I do not wish to be adjudged altogether, | 
on this question of order, by what I said when | 
the question was first brought up; but I wish to | 
have my case adjudged by what I said in the few 
remarks I had submitted when the honorable Sen- 
ator from Arkansas raised the point of order upon 
me. 

Mr. POLK. That is the time to which I had 
reference. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. There was a difference | 
between what I said on the first occasion and 
what I state now. I may, on the first occasion, | 
Mr. President, have been led to follow the exam- 
ples which had been set me ever since [ have been | 
a member of this Senate, that on this question to | 
postpone, the merits of that proposition have been 
discussed for hours together. I might have been 
misled by the former practice; but, after my atten- 
tion was called to it, in the last speech which I 
made, when the honorable Senator raised his point | 
of order, | think, if the decision of the Chair was 
adjudged in a court, it would not decide upon 
technical rules of law that I was discussing the 
merits of the proposition, 

Mr. HAMMOND. If the Senator from Wis- 
consin will allow me, I wish to say a word. It | 
is now half past eleven o’clock. I take it, on all 
the propositions now before the Senate, every 








the discussion that can be introduced in the Sen- 
ate will change no person’s opinion either as to the | 
homestead bill, the Cuba bill, or this question of 


intention to take the vote upon anything to-night, 
and that we are simply playing the school-boy 
game of hard-kKnuckle. Perhaps to-morrow the 
Senate may be in humor to vote, or do some- 
thing; and [ therefore move that the Senate ad- | 


journ. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Iask for the yeas and nays | 
upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. My colleague [Mr. Dur- 
KEE] has paired off with the honorable Senator 
from Texas, [Mr. Hevsron.] 

The result was then announced—yeas 19, nays 


YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 


It is this: thatthe Senator from || 


He is con- || 


| proposition on a motion to take itup. The Ch 
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Reid, Rice, 8 j , a ee 
Wright 33. ebastian, Slidell, Smith, Toombs, W ard, and 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
curs, ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
the judgment of the Senate?’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I inquire whether the 
question is onthe appeal? , 
— CLINGMAN. [understand the decision 
to be 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to state the question, at the request of tho 
Senator from Wisconsin. The Senator from Ark. 
ansas raises a point of order that the Senator from. 
Wisconsin could not debate the merits of the 


re- 
as 





: ; air 
decided that the Senator from Wisconsin was jn 


order. From that decision the Senator from Ark. 


,ansas appeals. ‘The Chair will add that he de- 


cided it upon the idea that the remarks of the 
Senator from Wisconsin were rather upon the 


| merits of the question. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I yielded the floor to the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina to make 
a motion to adjourn. | was stating to the Senate 
what I said on that occasion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is gtij} 
entitled to the floor. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I submit, Mr. President, 


| that no Senator on this floor can show that I said 


one word upon the merits of the bill when the 
honorable Senator from Arkansas made his point 
of orderon me. I know of what I speak. [| had 
my eye on this very question when the honorable 
Senator began to make his point of order on me, 
Sir, [ had not opened my mouth when he took 
his first point of order on me. Do you not re. 
member it?) WasI so blind that I did not know 
he was intending to raise a point of order the very 


| first word that escaped me which would give him 
| any reason for doing it; and do you suppose that 


I am so blind that I do not know whether I give 
utterance to words on the merits of a question, or 


| simply discuss the propriety of taking it up or 


laying itdown? Sir, the honorable Senator from 
Arkansas, in making points of order on me, may 
learn more of me than he yet knows. Whenhe 
took his first point of order, it was before I opened 
my mouth. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will say to 
the Senator from Wisconsin that there was noth- 
ing offensive intended. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I did not so understand. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [ certainly in- 
tended nothing offensive; and I had forborne fora 
long time to make a point of order that I consid- 
ered very material, 

Mr. DOOLITILE. I am willing to admit 
that if it be the rule and judgment of the Senate, 
that on a motion to take up a bill, the merits of it 
shall not be discussed, the first speech which I 


| made on this question was, within that cule, out 
| of order; but in making it, I only followed the ex- 
| ample of ali those older members of the Senate, 


whom I have heard discuss the merits of propo- 
sitions for hoursand hours on a motion to take up. 
But, after the honorable Senator from Arkansas 
advised us that he was about to make the point 
of order, I was the last man to give utterance to 
a word that would justify the making of the point 


| of order on me. So much has been said on this 
| question, and the merits have been discussed by 


other Senators so much, that the memory of Sen- 
ators op that point may be a little confused; but 
the Chair will recollect that the point of order 
was taken on me when the only words that had 
come from my mouth were ‘* Mr. President.” 


LT had not uttered another word when the point of 


30; as follows: || 
| 


Collamer, Dooliitie, Fessenden, Poot, Foster, Hale, Ham- | 
lin, Hammond, Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Trumbuli, | 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, |, 
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, | 
Green, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkausas, Jolin- i 


tained by the friends of that bill that it can pass || son of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Polk, Pugh, 


order was raised. Then, what I did say, was 
simply in relation to the bill which | moved to 
take up, being a bill of practical legislation, hav- 
ing passed the House of Representatives, and 
being now before the Senate. If we take it up 
and act upon it, it may become a law; but this 
other proposition, which is now being presséd 
here for discussion, is a measure which cannot be 
practically acted on in the House of Representa- 
tives at this session. There is no hope of that. 


|| 1 do not think even the enthusiastic friend of the 


measure, who brought it into the Senate, the hon- 
orable Senator from Louisiana, will rise in his 
place and say that he has a reasonable hope that 
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it will pass the House of Representatives, even 
if it should be passed by this body. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I will say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that I shall not open my mouth to- 
night, and I hope none of the friends of the bill | 
will, but let us leave all the talking to be done on 
the other side. Having come to tht determina- 
uon, I shall not respond to his question. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The honorable Senator 
certainly does not answer the question which | 
addressed to him; and the fact that he does not |} 
answer it does not make my confidence any the 
less certain that there is no hope, even if this bill 
passes the Senate, that it can be acted on in the 
other House. 1 say, therefore, it isa mere im- 
practicable scheme, got up, in my opinion, for the 
purpose of forming an issue for the presidential 
election of 1860. But, sir, I shall not discuss the 
merits of itnow; I did not before; and, on this 
question of order, | am willing that it shall be 
submitted to the Senate. I have no doubt the | 
Chair decided correctly when it decided that 1 was 
not out of order. : 

Several Senators. Question! question! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will | 
call the roll. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the Chair | 
state what the question is? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
whether the decision of the Chair shall stand as || 
the judgment of the Senate. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
Collamer, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Ma- || 
son, Seward, Shields, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wilson—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bavard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, 
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, 
Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Ken 
nedy, Lane, Mallory, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, 
Slidell, Smith, Toombs, Ward, and Wright—29. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The decision of || 
the Chair is not sustained by the Senate. The 
question is on the motion to postpone the bill 
under consideration with a view to take up the || 
homestead bill. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I shall endeavor to con- | 
fine myself within the ruling of the Senate, and 
not discuss the merits of the two propositions 
that are now pending. 

Mr. PUGH. I should like to make a question | 
of order, and that is, whether the motion of the 
Senator is in order? The rule of the Senate is, 
that **when aquestion is under debate, no motion | 
shall be received but to adjourn, to lie on the | 
table, to postpone indefinitely, to postpone to a 
day certain, to commit, or to amend.’’ It is in 
order, when the hour comes for taking up special | 
orders, to move to take up certain ones and post- 
pone others; but when a question is under de- 
bate, a motion of this character is not in order. 
1 say, then, the motion of the Senator, to be in 
order, must be either a motion to postpone this 
bill indefinitely or to a day certain. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will say, 
in answer to that point of order, that so much in- | 
convenience would follow from requiring a vote 
to be taken to postpone a bill until to-morrow, or 








up another, and the Chair has acted on that prac- | 
lice, | 
Mr. PUGH. I was about to say to the Chair | 
that I never knew it to be done when a question | 
was under debate. | have known it atone o’clock, 
when the special orders are called. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I: is done very | 
many times when a question is under debate. if | 
the’ question of order is insisted on, strictly a | 
motion must be made to postpone until to-mor- | 
row; but the effect of that would be very incon- | 
venient on the general business, because, on going | 
‘trough with the particular question, you would 
‘ave to reconsider the vote postponing the other | 
business until to-morrow, if you wanted to take | 
Up the question which had been postponed. 
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Mr. PUGH. I withdraw my point of order, 
rather than have any more time consumed on 
questions of order. 

Mr. FOSTER. The language of the rule, as 
read by the Senator from Ohio, allows a motion 
to postpone indefinitely. Thatis this very motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair decides 
the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin to be 
in order, for the convenience of business, and 


| according to the usage of the Senate. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President 
Mr. BIGLER, 1 desire to present a point of 





| order. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 


| state his point of order. 


Mr. BIGLER. ‘The Senator from Wisconsin, 
I think, has spoken already three times on this 


| question, and he is out of order. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The remarks of 
the Senator from Wisconsin were interrupted by 
an appeal; and the recollection of the Chair is, 
that this is the second-time the Senator from Wis- 
consin has had the floor properly. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator cannot hold the 
floor through a vote, and after distinct action of 


|| the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator had 
the floor when there was an appeal. That has 
just been decided; and he is now entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, I shall 


not complain of any discourtesy on the part of 


| the majority in overruling what has been the 


standing practice of the Senate, and especially 
after certain gentlemen of the majority have been 
indulged in remarks, some of them for half an 


| hour, or three quarters of an hour in length, not 
| only discussing the merits of both these bills, but 
_Impugning the motives of the persons who stand 


here to advocate the motion which I now make. 
Sull, I shall confine myself altogether within the 


| rule which is adopted by the Senate, simply re- 


minding the gentlemen who happen to-day to be 
with the temporary majority, that the time is 


| coming when the same rule that they prescribe 


now, may be prescribed to them, under circam- 


stances when it may be not easy for them to || 


bear it. 
Mr. President, upon this question, as to the 
postponement of the bill under consideration, to 


| take up the homestead bill, which | regard, as I 


have already stated, as a practical measure of 
legislation pending before the present Congress, 
of great importance to the country, | have asked 
for the yeas and nays; and the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 1 have nothing further to 


say. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, as we have 


got back to first principles, I suppose it is in order 


| for me to answer what has been said upon this 


motion. The Senator from Georgia asserted, a 
short time since, that he detested a demagogue, 
and those who were driven by demagogues. Now, 





Mr. IVERSON. [rise toa point of order. It 
is, that the Senator is going beyond the limit pre- 
scribed by the decision of the Senate. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I am merely about to an- 


| Swer—— 
toa day certain, that the universal usage has been || 
to postpone one piece of business, in order to take || 


Mr. IVERSON. Yok have no right to answer 
when you travel out of the proper limit prescribed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the Senator from Mich- 
igan will be allowed to go on, by unanimous con- 
sent. [**Oh no!” **Go on!” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order 


being made, the Chair decides that the Senator 


from Michigan is pot in order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair;and on that I ask for the 
yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
*‘ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate?”’ 

Mr. PUGH. I move to lay the appeal on the 


' table. 











Mr. FESSENDEN., On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mer. HAMLIN. If we lay the appeal on the 


| table, cannot a majority of the Senate at any time 
} take it up? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
so. 

Nr. DOOLITTLE. Is the effect of this mo- 
tion to lay the question on the table also ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
decline to answer any question, except that in re- 
lation to a matter directly before him. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 31, nays 17; as JR esl 


The Chair thinks 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, 


| Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, 


Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Ar 
kansas, Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Reid, 


| Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Smith, Toombs, Ward, and 
Wright—3l. 


NAYS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 


| Collamer, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Hale, Hamlin, Har 


lan, Johnson of Tennessee, Seward, Simmons, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson—17. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The appeal is laid 
on the table. 

Mr. FOSTER. [ask whether the question was 
not taken upon sustaining the decision of the 
Chair, and not upon laying the appeal upon the 
table? I so understood. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
| Ohio moved that the appeal do lie on the table; and 
upon that motion the vote has just been taken. 
| Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to know my 

| status after that vote, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan can proceed in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had very little to say. 
I desired to answer a remark by the Senator from 
Georgia; butas it is ruled that I cannot do so 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Mich - 
igan will give way, I will move that he be allowed 
to reply to the remarks of the Senator from Geor- 
gia made on this same motion. 

Mr. PUGH. Is thatin order? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope, by unanimous 
consent, the Senator from Michigan will be al- 
lowed to reply. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois asks unanimous consent to allow the Sen- 
ator from Michigan to respond to the Senator 

| from Geérgia. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GREEN, and others. I object. 

Mr. FITCH. 1 object decidedly. The re- 
marks of the Senator from Georgia were made 

| before the ruling of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
| Michigan is entitled to the floor. 
| Mr. CHANDLER. Iflam ruled out of order 
| in all [ have to say, I have no desire to retain the 

floor. [{Laughter.] 
| Mr. CLARK. The question now, I believe, 
is upon taking up the homestead bill, and post- 
poning the Cuba bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes, sir; the ques- 
tion is on postponing the Cuba bill to take upthe 
homestead bill. 

Mr. CLARK. I understand it to be decided 
| that you are not to debate the merits of the bill; 
' but I do not know that I am to understand, that 

although you may not debate the merits, you may 
| debate the demerits. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
| state that he considers the action of the Senate as 

substantially an instruction to him to stop debate 
upon any motion in regard to the order of busi- 
ness. Any suggestion having strict reference to 
tlie mere order of business, the Chair will hear; 
but as instructed by the Senate, whenever the 
question is made, he will cut off debate of any 
character. 

Mr.CLARK. I want, then, to go on, as I sup- 
pose I may, and state the reasons which induce 
me to vote to take up the homestead bill, and to 
| delay the Cuba bill. 1 suppose it is in order for 





\| any Senator to state to the Senate the reasons which 
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induce him to do so and so, because, perhaps, 
those suggestions may influence other Senators, 
or it may be that they give a reason for his own 
vote, which, I think, under the practice of the 
Senate, he hasa right todo. If that were out of 
order, | would not go on; but if that will be in 
order, (and | shall take it to be in order, unless I 
am called to order by the Chair or some Senator, ) 
I shall proceed to state the reasons which induce 
me to vote to take up the homestead bill and to 
delay the Cuba bill. 

I had proposed, Mr. President, at some time, to 
submit some remarks to the Senate upon the 
Cuba bill. I had desired to do so at an early time 
in the progress of the discussion. I desired to do so 
at the time the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Pork] 
addressed the Senate. I desired to do so at the 
time the Senator from Florida [Mr. Matvory} 
obtained the floor. Idid not do so then, because 
these other gentlemen were very anxious to speak, 
and J yielded to them. I was also desirous of ob- 
taining the floor to-day, when the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Dixon] spoke; but he had pre- 

ared himself and was anxious to address the 
Ss nak, of course, both of us could not speak 
atthe same time, and I yielded then. After he 
got through, the honorable Senator from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Bei.,] whose term soon expires, was 
anxious to address the Senate; and, of course, I 
yielded to him. Then, when he got through, 
other Senators desired to address the Senate, 
until it got to be a quarter before nine o’clock in 
the evening, when this debate was to be con- 
tinued. The honorable Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
Wane] then took the floor, and said he desired, 
at some time, to submit some remarks, but was 
not ageeee to do so at that hour, and that he 
would give way to any other Senator who desired 
to address the Senate. I suppose he had some 
reference to me; but I did not feel that I ought to 
go onatthattime. Night before last, I was here 
until twelve o’clock; and last night I was here 
until very near eleven o’clock. I was patiently 
in my seat from eleven o’clock this morning until 
nine o’clock in the evening, listening to other 
Senators, and, bearing in mind the experience I 
had had of a night session last year, I had no 
great desire to engage in another. I began, on 
one occasion last year, very early in the day, and 
was detained until late in the night, and t did not 
know but that it might be so on this occasion, 
and, therefore, I did not desire to go on to-night; 
but I say now, sir, that I desired at some time to- 
morrow, at as early an hour as I can obtain the 
floor, to address the Senate on the Cuba bill. 

Here I hope I shall be permitted to make a re- 
ply to a suggestion which fell from the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brerier,} that the Sen- 
ators on this side of the Hlouse wanted to talk 
the time away, and that Senators on that side 
were desirous to have a vote. 1 say to that Sen- 
ator, for one Ido not desire to talk the time away. 
I say now, that all I desire is fair time to debate 
this matter. I will not be factious; neither will 
Ttalk at great length for the purpose of taking 
up the time of the Senate. I desire to have am- 
ple time todebate the question in such manner as | 
may think to be right; and Lask no more ume than 
has been accorded to any other member of the 
Senate. I can make no promises; I do not feel 
called upon to make promises. Iam here as a 
Senator, and [ will endeavor to conduct myself 
as a Senator should. I will debate the matter 
—— as | can, pertinently as [ can, and when 

have got through I will sitdown, [do not think 
I ought to be compelled to go on to-night. If the 
Cuba bill is to be continued now, we are brought 
to this pass: that either it must be discussed at 
night by those who want to speak, or we must 
come to a vote on it now. I desire time for its 
discussion. | make no appeal to the Senators on 
the other side; Lask nobod y to give me that time. 
I simply state that I desire that time, and for that 
purpose I shall vote to take up the homestead bill 
now, on which | do not desire to speak, and Ido 
not understand that any other person desires to 
speak, but that we may vote upon it, and then 
have the discussion on the Cuba bill at some time 
when we are better prepared to go on with it. I 
am not asking for any delay; I do not desire any 
delay, because I have not thought on the subject 
and revolved the subject in my own mind, and 
might not for that reason be ready to goon. I 





desire the delay, because I have been so long in | his motion afterwards. 
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the Senate for three days occupied in the way I 
have been. 
myself, I have nothing further to say on the 
subject. 


The Gacesorn premayies to call the roll on the || 


motion of Mr. Doouitr.e. 
Mr. SMITH, when his name was called, said: 


I have sought, some half a dozen times, an op- | 


portunity to assign the reason which would gov- 
ern my vote; but, as the Chair did not choose to 
recognize me, I decline to vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I rise to a question of 
order. 
being called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrzpat- 
The point of order is well taken. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 29; 


' as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
Collamer, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—19. 

NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, 
Brown, Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Douglas, Fiteh, Fitz- 
patrick, Green, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkan- 
sas, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebas- 
tian, Shields, Slidell, Toombs, Ward, and Wright—29. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. MASON, (at fifteen minutes past twelve | 


o’clock.) I think it is manifest we can progress 
no further to-night; and I therefore move that the 
Senate adjourn. [*Oh, no!”’ 


Mr. SLIDELL called for he yeas and nays; | 


and they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted | 


—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 


Collamer, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Ham- |) 


lin, Harlan, King, Mason, Seward, Simmons, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, Ches- 
nut, Clay, Clingman, Fiteh, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, 
Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Ken- 


nedy, Lane, Mallory, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, | 


Slidell, Smith, Toombs, Ward, and Wright—27. 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. WILSON. 


purpose of taking up the bill reorganizing thescol- 


lection districts of the United States, designating | 
the ports of entry and delivery within the same, | 


and regulating the appointment and compensa- 
tion of officers of the customs. It is not my pur- 
pose to enter into any discussion of this bill, as 
that has been ruled to be out of order. I want 
to be in order myself, and | intend hereafter to 
hold all other gentlemen to the rule which has 
been fixed to-night, during the present session at 
least. I willsay, however, that the bill which I pro- 
pose to take up has been before us for some time; 
it is a subject in which I have taken a great deal 
of interest for two years past, and it is a subject 
that | want to see acted upon at this session. If 
the bill passes at all, I think we ought to pass it 
at this time. It saves nearly eight hundred thou- 
sand dollars a year to the Treasury. It is cer- 
tainly of great importance to act upon it at this 
session. for that reason, and believing that we 
cannot get a vote on the Cuba bill to-night, be- 


Having said this much in regard to | 


Debate isnot in order while the roll is || 


I move to postpone the con- | 
sideration of this bill, and all prior orders, for the |! 


__ February 25, 


dicted Meena 
Mr. BROWN. Then, I move to lay this mo- 


| a of the Senator from Maggachusetts on the 
table. 


Mr.SEWARD. UponthatI call for the yeas 
and nays. 
|| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
‘| Mr. MASON. [ think it is manifest that we 
can make no progress in the business of the coun- 
try to-night, and [am afraid the American people 
will consider this a humiliating scene. 
therefore, that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. BROWN, Mr. SLIDELL, and others 
called for the yeas and nays, and they were or. 
dered; and betng taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 
30; as follows: 


tt 
| 


} 
| 
i} 
} 


I move, 








| YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark 
Collamer, Crittenden, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, F 

Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Mason, Seward, 8i 

Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—20. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, 


Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick 
Green, Gwin, Hunter, lverson, Johnson of Arkansas, John. 
son of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Polk, Pugh 
Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Stidell, Smith, Toombs, Ward, and 
Wright—30v. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn, at half past 
twelve o’clock. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
rick.) The question recurs on the motion of 
the Senator from Mississippi to lay the motion 
|| of the Senator from Massachusetts on the table, 
Mr. WILSON. Is that motion in order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order, 
Mr. SEWARD. I wish to speak to that ques- 
\| tion of order. The motion of the Senator fro 
Massachusetts was to postpone this business and 
| take up other business. A motion to lay that 
|| on the table seems to me exactly the converse of 
the first motion. A decision for one is equally 
a decision against the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wil} 
| say to the Senator from New York that the mo- 
| tion to lie on the table is not debatable. 

Mr.SEWARD. Then I appeal fro.a the de- 
cision of the Chair. Is that debatable? 

Mr. BROWN. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that. 

Mr. HALE. But the Senator from New York 
| had the floor, and how does all this get in? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Mississippi moved to lay the motion of the 
|| Senator from Massachusetts on the table. The 
| Chair decides that the motion is not debatable; 
| from that decision the Senator from New York 
appeals; upon that appeal the yeas and nays are 
| called for. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. DOOLITTLE. [I do not understand 

whether the question is on laying the appeal on 
the table, or whether the decision of the Chair 
shall stand as the judgment of the Senate. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, whether the decision of the Chair shall stand 
as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. 1VERSON. 

tion to lay the appeal on the table. 


Foster, 
mmons, 


| 





I understood it, to be a mo- 


cause there are some eight or ten gentleman who Mr. SEWARD. The Senator from Georgia 
are prepared to speak on it, | make this motion. || is about to vote upon a motion to lay the appeal 
I think there are eight Senators on this side of || on the table; the Senator from Wisconsin, as 1n- 
the Chamber who intend to speak on the Cuba | structed by the Chair, supposes that it is a vote 
question, some for an hour, some for perhaps | to sustain or reverse the decision of the Chair. 
two or three hours, who have prepared them-|| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
selves carefully to meet the issue that has been || state to the Senator from Georgia that the ques- 
tendered, and do not shrink from debating it, but | tion is on sustaining the decision of the Chair. 
do not wish to go on to-night, and I suppose do Mr. FESSENDEN. Was not an appeal taken 
not intend to go on until twelve o’clock to-mor- || from the decision, and a motion made to lay that 
row. L[think we had better take up this other | ap veal on the table ? ae 
bill, which is one of great importance, and will || The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did 
save $800,000 to the Treasury. I ask for the yeas |, not understand a motion to be made to lay the 
and nays upon taking it up. appeal on the table, but he has put the question 
Mr. BROWN. I want something like a test | upon sustaining the decision of the Chair. 
vote on the Cuba bill, and if the Senator from Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘Then the Chair took no 
Massachusetts will withdraw his motion for a __ notice of the other motion. 
moment, I, as a friend of the Cuba bill, willmove | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
to lay it on the table, announcing my purpose to | will call the roll. 
vote against my own motion, my object being || Mr. WILSON. Will the Chair be kind enoug! 
simply to get something like a test vote. Now, | to state precisely what the oe pee | 
Senators upon the other side, if you want to put || The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairte- 
yourselves upon the record, or if you are willing || termined that a motion to lay on the table is not 
to do it, I offer you a fair chance. | debatable. From that decision the Senator trom 
Mr. SEWARD. I hope the honorable Sena- | New York takes an appeal. The question |S; 
tor from Mississippi will allow us to have a test || whether that decision of the Chair shall stand as 
vote on the other question, which we think more || the judgment of the Senate? 
important. He will have an opportunity to make Mr. LIDELL. A motion was made to la 
the appeal on the table. 
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Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Louisiana 








moved to lay the eal on the table, and the yeas 
and nays were called for upon that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did 
not hear the Senator from Louisiana make the 
motion; but the Chair has put the question on 
sustaining his decision. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well; we get to the same 
conclusion. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I should like to ask m 
friends on the other side if there is really a de- 

ee 
oir. HALE and others. Order! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not 
in order until the result is announced. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is evidently a mis- 
epprehension as to what we have been voting 


upon. I voted supposing that 1 was voting to 


sustain the decision of the Chair, which I thought | 


was right. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I call the gentleman to order. 
I hope the result will be announced. It is not the 


| 


___ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


NAYS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, | 


| Mr.PUGH. Will the Senator allow me to 


| Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 


| responsibility of a vote. The only possible test | 


King, Seward, Simmons, Trumbull, and Wiison—16. 
So Mr. Witson’s motion was laid on the table. 


Mr. BROWN. This measure has been before 4) ame 
| the Senate for many weeks, and | think every || 
| gentleman has been allowed to speak on it who I] 
We have now passed || 


really wanted to speak. 
hours in a fruitless running scramble about noth- 
ing, Senators on the other side of the House say- 
ing that they wanted to speak, and yet refusing 
to do it. It is perfectly palpable, as the Sen- 
ator from Georgia said in the early part of the 
evening, that Senators are afraid to come to the 


which, as against physical strength, we can make, 
is upon the motion which | shall presently sug- 
gest. I am willing to show my hand on this 
question. Iam for the bill as it came from the 
committee, and I am against the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason, ] 


| though I would take that rather than get nothing. 


| lam for the acquisition of Cuba, and I want to | 
advertise to all the world that we mean to have | 


business of the Chair to inform gentlemen how to || 


vole. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 9; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, 
Cameron, Chesuut, Clark, Clay, Clinginan, Doolittle, Doug- 
las, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, Iverson, John- 
son of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Polk, 
Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Smith, Toombs, ‘Trum- 
bull, and Ward—33. 

NAYS—Messtrs. Broderick, Chandler, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Seward, Simmous, Wade, and Wilson—9. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Chair is sustained. 

Mr. BROWN. If 1 withdraw my motion to 
lay upon the table, and move to strike out the 
enacting clause, can I get a vote without debate ? 
I would prefer to take the question in that form, 
provided 1 do not give rise to any further dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


try it. 


The decision 


Make the motion— 


| it—peaceably if we can, forcibly if we must. I | 
am willing to pay for it, or | am willing to fight | 
I would advertise to the world that we | 


for it. 
mean to have it;and I look upon this bill as noth- 
ing more than a mere advertisement that the United 
States desire Cuba, and mean to have it. It isin 


| that spirit that I vote for it, if | ever get a chance 


to do so; but the Opposition manifestly do not 


| allow us to get to a vote. They have no speeches 


tomake. They have been telling us for a week 
that they have ten, or fifteen, or twenty speeches 


| to make, but when asked to make them they go 


off into a sort of guerilla warfare, moving to post- 


| pone this bill and take up something else, and so 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- || 


ator from Mississippi withdraw his motion to lay 
the bill on the table ? 

Mr. BROWN. I do; but before submitting 
another motion, | desire to inquire whether a mo- 
tion to strike out the enacting clause is debata- 
ble? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is open to 


debate. 
Mr. BROWN. Then I shall not make that 
motion. Now, Mr. President, intending to vote 


against my own motion, but with a view of get- 
ting something like a test vote on this question, 
I move to lay the bill on the table. 

Several Senators called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILSON. The question before the Sen- 
ate, as I understand, ison my motion to postpone 
the Cuba bill and take up the billin regard to the 
collection of the revenue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
pending question. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of 
the Senator from Mississippi is not now in order. 
The motion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
is to postpone the bill under consideration, and 
pean to the consideration of the bill which he 
1as indicated, with regard to the collection of the 
revenue. 

Mr. BROWN. 
the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. 

_Mr. BAYARD. Before the roll is called, I de- 
sire to know exactly what the question is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Massachusetts proposes to postpone the 
Cuba bill and all prior orders, and proceed to the 
consideration of the bill reorganizing the collec- 
tion Wistricts of the United States. ‘The Senator 
from Mississippi moves to lay that motion on the 
table; and the question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 31, nays 16; as follows: 
_YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, 
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hunter, [verson, Johnson ot Arkansas, Johin- 
son of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Polk, 


Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Smith, 
combs, and Ward—31. . 


I move to lay that motion on 


on. As the nearest approach we can make to a 
test vote, I move to lay the bill on the table, an- 
nouncing my intention to vote against my own 
motion. 


Mr. HAMLIN. 


utes. 
Mr. BROWN. 
Mr. HAMLIN. 


I cannot. 


tion of the reason 
Mr. TOOMBS. 





Order! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- | 


ator from Mississippi withdraw his motion? 
Mr. BROWN. lI do not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


is on the motion to lay tie bill on the table. 


Mr. IVERSON called for the yeas and nays; 4 


and they were ordered. 

Mr. FOOT. 
[Mr. Cottamer] has paired off with the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey, (Mr. Wricut.] That ex- 
plains his absence at this time. 

Mr. CLAY. I have been deputed by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,]} to say that 
he left under the impression that he would be 
paired off with the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Dixon,] and | promrsed to effect the arrangement. 
Mr. Dixon is absent, but I did not succeed in 
making the arrangement. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to announce that I shall 
pair off soon, if the Senate do not adjourn. 
{Laughter. 

Mr. KENNEDY. If thisis to be regarded as 
atest vote, 1 am authorized by the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. nel 
who is opposed to the bill, to say that he woul 
vote for this motion. He is opposed to the bill, 
and has authorized me to say so. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clarke, 
Doolittie, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Kennedy, Kiug, Seward, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wilson—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, 


| Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Douglas, Fiteh, Fitzpatrick, 


Green, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, John- 
son of Tennessee, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Reid, 
Rice, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Smith, Toombs, and 
Ward—30. 


table. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Considering this as a test | 
vote on the bill, and reserving the privilege of 
| taking such action as the friends of the measure, 
after consultation, shal] deem proper to-morrow, | 
‘| I now move that the Senate adjourn. 


I ask the Senator from Mis- 4 
|| sissippi to withdraw his mouon for a few min- 


I shall not occupy five min- | 
utes of the time of the Senate, with an explana- | 


uestion 


I wish to say that my colleague 


So the Senate refused to lay the bill on the 
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| perfect my amendment? 


Mr.SLIDELL. Certainly. 
Mr. PUGH. I propose simply to add to the 
ndment of which I gave notice, these words: 
And no money shall be drawn from the Treasury, or 
borrowed under the authority of this act, until a treaty ot 
cession shall have been concladed and ratified by Spain. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I renew my motion. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 
one o’clock, a. m.) adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, February 25, 1859. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a. m. Prayer 
by Rev. N. P. Tittmenasr. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PAY OF A DECEASED MEMBER. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. AsI learn that a joint reso- 
lution is to be introduced, covering the ground of 
the amendment which I proposed to offer to the 
resolution authorizing the Speaker to pay to Mrs. 
Mary J. Harris, widow of the late Hon. Thomas 
L. Harris, whatever sum was due to him, as a 
member of this House, at the time of his death, 
I will withdraw the motion I submitted to re- 
consider the vote by which that resolution was 
adopted. 

There being no objection, the motion was with- 
drawn. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined, and found truly enrolled, an act (H.R. 
No. 443) for the relief of William P. Wagner; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Asspury Dickens, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed the following 
joint resolution, in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: a resolution (No. 
84) giving the assent of Congress to certain acts 
passed by the Legislatures of the States of Lou- 
isiana and Arkansas, in relation to the ‘‘ raft’’ of 
Red river, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the following 
bills of the House of Representatives, the first 
two without amendment, and the last with amend- 
ments: 

An act (Nu. 457) for the relief of Kennedy 
O’Brien; 

An act (No. 803) to amend an act entitled “* An 
act authorizing repayment for land erroneously 
sold by the United States;’’ and 

An act (No. 874) establishing certain post 
routes. 

TARIFF PROPOSITIONS. 


Mr. HUGHES. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object without its being 
reported. | know what it is. 

Mr. HUGHES. Let the bill be reported. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
‘* A bill to revive the tariff of 1846.’’ 

Messrs. BUFFINTON, EDIE, HOUSTON, 
and many others, objected. 

Mr. HUGHES. 1 move that the rules be sus- 
pended to enable me to introduce that bill. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Iask the gentleman from 
Indiana to allow me to offer a substitute for that 
proposition, and to allow it to be read for the 
information of the House. 

Mr. HUGHES. The first question will be 
upon the suspension of the rules. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I know that; but I desire 
to give notice of my substitute, so that, if the 
rules be suspended, we can get a vote on each, 

Mr. HUGHES. Let my bill be read. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, That the act of Congress approved March 
3, 1857, entitled “An act reducing the duties on imports, 
aud for other purposes,’ be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed ; and the act of Congress approved July 30, 1846, en 
titled “ An act reducing the duties on imports, and for other 
purposes,’ be, and the same is hereby, revived, reénacted, 
and put in full force. 

Mr. HUGHES. Ido not wish to be misun- 
derstood by the House. I merely give way to 
allow the gentleman from Georgia to give notice 


| of his substitute. 
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Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask that my bill may 
be read. 
It was read, as follows: 
A bill to reduce the salaries of certain officers and persons 
in the service of the United States. 


Be tt enacted, &c., That all laws and parts of laws increas 
ing the salaries of public officers and others in the service 


of the United States Government since the Ist day of July, | 


1850. be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all salaries and 
payments hereafter to be made to said officers and others 
m the public service, shall be under, and in conformity to, 
ihe laws regulating and providing for the payment thereof, 
wnterior to the said Ist day of July, 1850, 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, Tat this act shall con- 
tinue of force until the Secretary of the Treasury shall no- 
tify Congress that the annual receipts into the United States 
‘Treasury, from the duties received under the act of March 
3, 1857, regulating the said duties on imports, and from other 
sources, shall be equal to the amounts annually appropri 
ated by Congress, and no longer. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
man from Georgia a question. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
and do not yield. 

My. CRAWFORD. I will answer any ques- 
tion the gentleman from Alabama has to ask with 
pleasure, if | can have the opportunity. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I desire to give no- 
tice that, at the proper time, when the opportu- 
nity occurs, I will introduce a bill on the same 
subject, which I desire to have read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
gentleman from Georgia that | am in favor of his 
bill, if he will make it apply to the compensation 


I have the floor, 


of members of Congress, and will assist him to | 


suspend the rules to introduce it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It does reduce the com- 
pensation of members of Congress. 

Mr. EDIE. No debate is in order upon a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM, 
bill read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman would not 
allow me to ask a question of the gentleman from 
Georgia, and I object to the reading. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The House has 
given its consent to have the proposition of the 
gentieman from Georgia read, and [ ask that the 
same courte sy may be extended to me. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I move that 
there be a call of the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw my objection to 
the reading of the bill proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee, Mr. EDIE, and 
others, objected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
that if this bill is introduced, it must, of neces- 
sity, go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and all these gentlemen can 
have an opportunity to offer their amendments. 

Several Members objected to debate. 

Mr. HUGHES called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. MOORE. Is it in order to move that there 
be a call of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. It is; the yeas and nays hav- 
ing been ordered since the vote was taken on the 
motion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Craice.} 

Mr. MOORE. IT move that there be a call of the 
House; and I call for the yeas and nays upon that 
motion. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. As there seems to be 
some misunderstanding in reference to my prop- 
osition, | withdraw it for the prasent; so that 
there may be a straight vote on the suspension 
of the rules upon that of the gentleman from In- 
diana. 

Mr. McQUEEN demanded tellers on the yeas 
and nays, 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Craie, of 
Missouri, and Epre were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-two, noes not counted. 


I desire to ask the gentle- | 


Well, I desire to say to the | 


I ask to have my | 
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] 5 , 1 
| Hopkins, Houston, Hughes,George W. Jones, Owen Jones, | 


| Kilgore, Jacob M. Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, McQueen, 
Mckae, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maynard, Miles, Millson, 
Moore, Niblack, Pettit, Potter, Powell, Reagan, Ritchie, 
Ruffin, Scales, William Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, 


James A. Stewart, Vallandigham, and Augustus R. Wright 


) 


— We. 

NAYS — Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Andrews, Bennett, 
Bingham, Blair, Bowie, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Burns, Case, Cavanaugh, Cliaffee, Ezra Clark, John B. 
Clark, Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, Co- 
mins, Covode, Cragin, James Craig, Curtis, Davidson, Davis 
| of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dick, Durfee, English, Farns- 
| worth, Fenton, Foley, Foster, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, 
| Greenwood, Gregg, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, Harlan, 
Harris, Hickman, Hoard, Horton, Huyler, Jenkins, Jewett, 
| Keim, Kellogg, Kelsey, Knapp, Leach, Leidy, Maclay, 
| Mason, Matteson, Montgomery, Morrill, Edward Joy Mor- 
| ris, Freeman H. Morse. Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Peyton, John S. Phelps, 
Wilkam W. Phelps, Phillips, Pike, Pottle, Purviance, 
teady, Reilly, Ricaud, Robbins, Royce, Russell, Sandidge, 
Scott, Searing, Seward, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, John 
Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Talbot, 
Thayer, Thompson, ‘Tompkins, Underwood, Vance, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Ellitu B. Washburne, [srael Washburn, Whiteley, Wilson, 
| Winslow, Woodson, Wortendyke, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—118. 


So the House refused to order a call of the 
House. 


Pending the above call, 


| House by severe indisposition. 
Mr. SPINNER stated that his colleague, Mr. 


Morean, was detained from the House by ill- | 
ness; and he would say further, that while his | 


colleague had held a seat here for six years, this 
was the first time he had missed a roll call. 

The vote was then announced, as above re- 
corded. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question re- 
curred on the motion of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Huaues,] to suspend the rules for the 
introduction of the proposition which had just 

been reported, and that the yeas and nays had 
been ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 85, noes 91; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, Andrews, 
Avery, Barr, Billingburst, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, Burns, 
Case, John B. Clark, Clawson, Clay, John Cochrane, Col- 
fax, Corning, Covode, James Craig, Davis of Indiana, Dick, 


|| Dodd, Edie, Eustis, Faulkner, Foley, Gregg, Groesbeck, 


| 
So the yeas and nays were ordered, one-fifth ; 
| amendments to be made ? 


voting in favor thereof. 


| 
The question was taken; and it was decided in | 


the negatuuve—yeas 52, nays 118; as follows: 


Burnett, Clay, Cobb, John Cochrane, Burton Craige, Craw- 
ford, Curry, Davis of Mississippi, Dowdell, Edie, Elliot, 
Faulkner, Garnett, Gartrell, Goode, Grover, Hatch, Hodges, 


! 
| 


Grover, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, Harris, Haskin, Hatch, 
Hickman, Horton, Hughes, Huyler, Jewett, Owen Jones, 
Keim, Kilgore, Jacob M. Kunkel, John C. Kunkel, Landy, 
Lawrence, Leidy, Leiter, Maelay, Mason, Maynard, Miller, 
Montgomery, Edward Joy Morris, Murray, Niblack, Olin, 
lalmer, Parker, Pettit, Peyton, William W. Phelps, Phil- 
lips, Pottle, Purviance, Ready, Reilly, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Russell, Scott, Searing, James A. Stew 
art, William Stewart, Miles Taylor, Underwood, Vallandig- 
ham, Waldron, Whiteley, Wilson, Woodson, Wortendyke, 
and Zollicotter—s5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Atkins, Blair, Boyce, Braneh, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Chaffee, Cobb, 
Clark B. Cochrane, Cockerill, Comins, Burton Craige, 
Crawford, Curry, Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Maryland, 
Davis of Mississippi, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of 
Iowa, Dawes, Dean, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, English, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Garnett, Gartrell, Giddings, Gilman, 
Gooch, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Hoard, Hodges, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Howard, Jenkins, George W. Jones, Kellogg, 
Kelsey, Knapp, Leach, Letcher, Lovejoy, McQueen, Mc- 
Rae, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, Miles, Millson, Moore, 
Morrill, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Pike, 
Potter, Reagan, Royee, Ruffin, Sandidge, Scales, Seward, 
\aron Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, John Sherman, Samuel A. 
Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, Stevenson, Talbot, 
‘Tappan, Thayer, Thompson, ‘Tompkins, Vance, Wade, 
Wailbridge, Walton, Cadwalader C, Washburn, Ellihn B. 
Wasbburne, Israel Washburn, Winslow, Wood, and John 

| V. Wright—91L. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

Pending the above call, 

Messrs. 
that Mr. Cuapman was detained from the House 
by indisposition. 

Mr. VANCE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Gitmer, was necessarily absent from the city on 
very urgent business. 

Mr. KELSEY. I want to put a question to 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I object. 

Mr. KELSEY. I want to know whether, if 
his bill be permitted to come in, he will allow 


Mr. MeQUEEN. I object to all debate. 
Mr. KELSEY. It is usual to allow that cour- 


|| tesy to members. 
YEAS—Messrs. Ahl, Avery, Barr, Billinghurst, Branch, || ee 


Mr. McQUEEN. There is no courtesy about 
it when the screws are to be put upon us. 


Mr. GRANGER. What is the question? 


Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, stated that his | 
colleague, Mr. Cuapman, was detained from the 


REILLY and ADRAIN announced | 
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The SPEAKER. To suspend the r 
| the introduction of the prépediiion of oan 
| man from Indiana, to revive the tariff of 1846 

Mr.GRANGER. The tariff of 1846, and the 

tariff of 1857, are wholly inadequate to our dis. 

| ease, and I vote in the negative. 

| Mr. SINGLETON, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. Ro. 

| COCK, and Mr. BRYAN, were not within the 
bar when their names were called, and asked 

| leave to vote. 

| Objection was made. 

| They would have voted in the negative, 

| Mr. FLORENCE asked leave to vote, not 
being within the bar, when his name was called 

Objection was made. 

He would have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Opposing the 
tariff of 1846 in every shape, yet I vote in the 
affirmative, to bring the subject before the Houge 

The vote was then announced as above re. 

corded. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


| Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Yesterday a mo. 
| tion was submitted by the gentlemen from Penn. 
sylvania, to reconsider the vote by which the Post 
Office appropriation bill was rejected. I hope that 
motion will be agreed to; and that a motion wil| 
be entered to reconsider the engrossment of the 
bill; and that then the matter be allowed to rest 
until we have gone into committee. TI hope this 
proposition will meet with the approval of the 

House. If there be objection I would like to hear 
| the reasons for it. The only object I have in view 
is to facilitate the transaction of the public busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it is in order, I move to lay 
_ the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I do not yield 
for that purpose. If the motion to reconsider the 
/engrossment of the bill be not entered to-day, it 
| cannot be made hereafter. When the engross- 

ment is reconsidered, the bill will be open to 
amendment. If the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, a new bill must be originated, or 
| we will have to adjourn without making provision 
for the support of the Post Office Department 
during the next fiscal ed 

Mr. HATCH. Will the bill be open to amend- 
ment if the vote ordering the engrossment of the 
bill be reconsidered ? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. It will be open to 
amendment; but not as it was in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what 
amendment the gentleman has to propose that 
| will make the bill more acceptable ? 
| Mr. BLAIR. Will it be in order to reconsider 
the amendments which were voted down in the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will not be opento 
general amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. ENGLISH. On thatI call for the yeas 
/and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
| the negative—yeas 84, nays 104; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Andrews, Bennett, Blair, Bliss, Bray- 
ton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Davis of Mary- 
| land, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of lowa, Dawes, 

Dean, Dick, Dimmick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Florence, Foster, Giddings, Gillis, Gilman, Gooeb, 
Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haskin, 
| Hickman, Hoard, Owen Jones, Keim, Kellogg, Kelsey, 
Kilgore, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, Leach, Leidy, Leiter, 
| Lovejoy, Matteson, Montgomery, Oliver A. Morse, Murray, 
| Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Phillips, Pike, Potter, 
| Pottle, Purviance, Reilly, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, John 
|| Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Willian 
Stewart, Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins, Wade, Waldron, 
| and Walton—84. ; 
NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, Arnold, Atkins, 
| Avery, Barr, Bingham, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brauch, 
| Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Cavanaugh, John B. Clark, Clay, 

John Cochrane, Cockerill, Corning, James Craig, Burton 
| Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Dow- 
1} dell, English, Eustis, Faulkner, Foley, Garnett, Gartrell, 
|| Gilmer, Greenwood, Gregg, Groesbeck, Grover, Lawrence 
| W. Hall, Hatch, Hawkins, Hodges, Hopkins, Horton, 
| Hughes, Huyler, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
_ Landy, Lawrence, Letcher, Maclay, MeQueen, Mcliae, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Miller, Mill- 
| son, Moore, Morrill, Mott, Niblack, Peyton, Jobn 3. Phelps, 
| William W. Phelps, Powell, Ready, Reagan, Ricaud, Rutiin, 
| Russell, ona Scales, Scott, Searing, Seward, Aaron 
| Shaw, Henry M. shaw, Shorter, Singleton, Robert Smit), 
| Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, 
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james A. Stewart, Talbot, Underwood, Vallandigham, | 
Vanee, Watkins, teley, Wilson, Winslow, Wood, | 
Woodson, Wortendwme, Augustus R. Wright, John V. | 
\Vright, and Zollicofier—104. - 

S» the motion to reconsider was not laid on the | 
table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, asked permission | 
of the House to vote, he having been called out | 
of the Hall on business, and not being in when 
his name was called. 

Mr. DEAN objected. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, stated that, if he | 
had been in the Hall when his name was called, | 
he should have voted ‘* no.” 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I desire to ask the 
Chair whether the amendments that have been al- | 
ready voted down, can be moved again in the 
House if there be a reconsideration ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be open to 
amendment; but itis proper for the Chair to say 
that some of the amendments that were voted down 
would not be held by the Chair to be in order, if 
they were offered in the House. 

Mn BILLINGHURST stated that he had 

yaired off with Mr. CaruTruers. 

The vote was then announced as above. 

Mr. GOOCH. 1 desire to ask the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means whether I 
understand that we shall have a vote on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Avery] in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and which was 
believed by a large number of members to have 
been adopted? L ask him whether he will allow 
that amendment to be offered and voted on in the 
House? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I suppose the 
gentleman refers to the amendment alluded to 
yesterday by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Cotrax,| and which he alleged was adopted in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. My recollection was not in accordance, 
yesterday, with the statement of the gentleman 
from Indiana, but was in accordance with the re- 
port made by the chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. If this 
amendment was adopted in committee and, 
through neglect, was not reported to the House, 
it would seem but fair that the matter might come | 
before the House for an expression of opinion. 
I cannot move that amendment. 

Mr. GOOCH. I ask the gentleman if he will 
give me an opportunity to move it? Is there an 
understanding that I shall have an opportunity | 
of moving that amendment? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. The gentleman, | 
I understand, refers to an amendment proposed | 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, as amended 
on the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. If there is any evidence that it was adopted 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, I think it but fair that a vote should be | 
had upon it in the House; and I shall be willing | 
for the gentleman from Massachusetts to move | 
that amendment as if it had been adopted in the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union. That would be fair. Here let me remark, 
that perhaps I was misled, in the hurry this morn- 
ing, in making a statement to the House. I find, 
on examination of the rules, that it will be neces- 

sary to go a little further, and to have the vote 
by which the bill was engrossed reconsidered, in 
order that another motion may be submitted to 
reconsider the vote by which the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from North Carolina | 
(Mr. Brancn] was adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I asserted, at the time the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts | 
was offered, that it was substantially the same as, 
and almost identical in language with, the amend- 
ment eee by the gentleman from Missouri, 
(Mr. LaiR,] and which had been incorporated 
in the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I desire to say | 
this: we have before us the report of the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. I suppose there is confirmatory |, 
evidence in the reporter’s notes, and in the Jour- | 
nal. fam willing that the matter should be sub- 
mitted to the late chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union; and if, on 
examination, he says that he has omitted to report || 
anamendment that was adopted, | certainly shall |. 


| poses that I desire to have this examination made | 


| tion of order. Is this discussion in order, at this 


| of the Journal alone. 


_gentleman from Missouri has submitted, is te de- 


|| ollection is, that the amendment proposed by the 


|| Tennessee, [Mr. Avery,] was agreed to; but when 
the question was propounded, as it then recurred, || 


| recollection corresponds exactly with the notes | 


| of eighty-odd to fifty-odd. Of that, however, I 
/am not positive; but my impression is, that the 
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be willing to have the amendment offered in the 
House. | ask whether that proposition is not fair? | 
But if, upon an examination, it shall appear that | 
that amendment was rejected by the Committee of 
the Whole, I think the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts is making too large a request af me. 

Mr. GOOCH. In answer to the gentleman from 
Missouri, I will say that we all understand that 
the Journal is conclusive, so far as this House is 
concerned. We cannot appeal from it; and it is 
no use to go into a discussion as to whether the 
amendmentwas or was notadopted in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Now, sir, the gentleman from 
Texas says that we had a vote in the House on 
substantially this amendment. It is true that we | 
did have a vote on an amendment similar in char- 
acter, but not quite similar in all respects; and I | 


submit that a misunderstanding on this side of the || 


House, and, perhaps, with some gentlemen upon | 
the other side of the House, affected that vote. I 
believe that that vote was decided as it was be- |! 
cause there was an understanding that the same | 
thing was in another part of the bill in a more 
desirable form, and could there be voted for. So 
that we were in reality misled, to a greater or less 
extent, by the supposition that that last amend- 
ment had been adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. Now, 1 submit that it is nothing but fair | 
that that question should be submitted to the | 
House, and let the House vote upon it. If there 
is a majority of the House in favor of that prop- | 
osition, then it ought to be adopted. If there is | 





| a majority of the House opposed to it, it will be | 


voted down. 


request. | 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. The gentleman | 


from Massachusetts misapprehends me, if he sup- 


according to the strict rules of evidence. I do 
not. ° 


Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I rise toa ques- 


stage of the business ? 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Certainly. The || 


motion to reconsider is debatable. I did not pro- 
pose to have the matter decided by an inspection 
I mean such an examina- 
tion as would be satisfactory to any gentleman 


here, for we all know that oftentimes in the haste || 


in which business is transacted here, mistakes 
may occur. Nobody is infallible. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. | object to this discussion, 
if it is not in order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the de- 
bate is in order. The question is on the motion 
to reconsider. The motion to lay on the table has 
been voted down, leaving the motion to recon- 

sider before the House in a debatable form. 
Mr. HOPKINS. If the proposition which the | 


pend upon my recollection, it is due to the Oppo- 


sition side of the House that I should make a || 


statement now, and it is, ere due to the of- 
ficers of the House that Ishould do so. My rec- | 


gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Goocn] to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


on agreeing to the amendment, as amended, my 


which the officers of the House have taken; that | 
the amendment, as amended, was rejected, and | 
my impression is, that it was rejected by a vote 


amendment, as amended, was rejected. .1 had no 
other means of knowing than every other member 
of the House had, what was the fact, for neither 
of the amendments offered, was at any time in my 
hands. The questions wege propounded as they 
arose, according to the record which the Clerk 
made, and when I reported to the House, the bill, 
with the amendments, [ had only the bill itself 
in my hand, nothaving handled any of the amend- 
ments proposed. I have made this statement be- 
cause, if the suggestion made by the gentleman | 
from Missouri is to depend upon my recollection, | 
itis proper that the House should understand 
what that recollection is. 

Mr. AVERY. I wish to say that I felta little 
more interest in this matter than anybody else, 


se 





| amendment of the gentleman from } 
| Buair,}] recommended by the Committee of the 


And it seems to me that when we || 
| ask that we may be allowed to vote understand- 
_ingly upon it, we do not make an unreasonable 





and noticed the vote particularly; and my recol- 
lection coincides with that of the gentleman from 
Virginia. 
Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. 
further yielding of the floor. 
Mr. REAGAN. I wish to make the question 
of order, that the House having voted on the 
Aer {Mr. 


I object to any 


Whole on the state of the Union, and the amend- 


/ ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr 

| Goocu] being the same in substance and in lan- 
| guage, it is an appeal from one vote of the House 
|| to another on the same question, and is a viola- 


tion of all rules of order. I ask the Speaker to 
inspect the two propositions, and he will see that 
they are the same. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. U believe the 
matter has now been fully discussed. I de- 


|| mand the previous question upon the motion to 


reconsider. 

Mr. BRANCH. Has the gentleman from Mis- 
souri entered a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment offered by me was adopted. 


The SPEAKER. The House has not yet 


| reached that point. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, being upon reconsidering 
the vote by which the bill was rejected. 
| Mr. HICKMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 
| Mr. REILLY called for tellers on the yeas and 
} nays. 
| ‘Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


|| Mr. MONTGOMERY asked for tellers on the 


question. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to—ayes 
| 102, noes 73. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read the third time; and I will 
| state to the House that I hope they will agree to 
the motion, in order to give me an opportunity to 
| submit another motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I wish to ask whether the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time was not yesterday recon- 
sidered, and the motion to reconsider laid on the 
| table? 

The SPEAKER. It was not. 
to reconsider was not made. 

Mr. PH'ELPS, of Missouri. I desire to recur 
to the condition in which this House finds itself 
at this moment. I find my colleague upon the 
Committee of Ways and Means, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Pruinuips,] voting in 
committee for reporting this bill, and then coming 
into the House and voting to defeat it. Placed in 
| the position which he occupies by the intercession 

of the friends of the Administration, I say I find 
| him in the committee-room proposing no amend- 
| ment to this bill, voting for it there, and then in 
the House voting to defeat it. 

Mr. CLAY. I rise toa question of order. I 
submit that it is not in order to refer in the House 
| to what oecurred in the committee-room. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to refer to 
what transpired in the committee-room, 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Vefty well; I 
will confine myself to the motion to reconsider. 
ut, sir, | will remark that a journal is kept of 
the proceedings in the committee-room, and that 
journal will corroborate what I have said. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 


The motion 


|| know of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
| and Means, if he charges that Executive inter- 


| ference has been exerted here in organizing the 
committees of this House ? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I deny the charge. 
| [ made nosuch charge of Executive interference. 
| | said that it was at the instance of the friends 
| of the Administration that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was placed upon the Committee of 
Ways and Means. I appeal to him if he does 
not consider himself a friend of the Administra- 
| tion? 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I do consider 
myself a friend of the Administration. I am 
ready to carry out upon this floor every recom- 
mendation of the Administration. Can the gen- 
tleman say as much in reference to some portion 
of the recommendations of the President? 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. If the gentleman 
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asks me if Iam desirous of carrying out all of 


the recommendations of the Executive, I say, no; 
that some of those recommendations I am not de- 
sirous of carrying out. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. By what right, then, 
does the gentleman from Missouri charge my 
colleague with resisting the Administration, when 
he, himself, clatming to be the friend of the Ad- 
ministration, and as such placed at the head of the 


Committee of Ways and Means, stands here to . 


resist the recommendations of the President? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Well, sir, what 
right has the gentleman upon my left [Mr. Mont- 
GoMERY] to complain; repudiated, as he was, by 
the Administration, on the Kansas question ? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I was sustained by 
my constituents. 

Mr. STANTON. Irise to a question of order. 
There is so great confusion in the Hall that it is 
imposzible to hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri will confine himself to the bill under con- 
sideration; and the House will please preserve 
order. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. 1 desire to know whether it 
is the intention of the gentleman from Missouri 
to move the previous question when he shall 
have concluded his remarks? If it is, then I want 
an opportunity to say something inreply.  Lcer- 
tainly claim the right from the Llouse to reply to 
remarks which might have been as well spared, 
and certainly could not have come from a worse 
quarter, 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I will yield to 
my colleague on the Committee of Ways and 
Means, for a few minutes. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I sub- 
mit that it comes with a very bad grace from the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
occupying the position which he does in reference 
to the recommendations of the Administration to 
read mea lecture on the subject of compliance 
with the wishes of the Administration; and if 
there is any interruption in the public business, 
upon him be the responsibility, for what he has 
done in the last ten minutes is it to be attributa- 
ble. Am I to be scolded here, and told that I must 
vote in accordance with the gentleman’s wishes? 
Must I vote for a bill because it comes from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, framed in accord- 
ance with the rules of the House, when, after it 


has come from that committee, amendments have | 


been placed upon it which, as I believe, should 
make it objectionable to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri himself? Did not the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, who professes now to be, par excellence, the 
friend of the Administration, and wants to exclude 
everybody else—and | am willing he should ex- 
clude me from that category, if he is in it—did not 
he wish the bill changed by amendments placed 
upon it? 

Now, sir, I hear to-day, for the first time, that 
my appointment on the Committee of Ways and 
Means was due to the interference of the gentle- 
man from Missouri. 1 supposed, Mr. Speaker, 
that my appointment on that committee had come 
from you alone. But, if it was at the instance of 
the gentleman from Missouri, with the expecta- 
tion that I should follow his dictation in the votes 
1 am to give in this House, I can assure him that 
he made’a great mistake. I act upon this floor 
acknowledging no responsibility to any one, 
— to my constituents. | have voted here 
steadily for the reduction of the expenditures of 
the Government. I challenge the gentleman to 
— to one vote which | have giventhat has not 
een on the side of economy. Can the gentleman 
from Missouri say as much ? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I am expected to foHow 
the dictates of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, simply because I holda place 
on that committee, then the sooner I yield my 
place on that committee the better. I shall cer- 
tainly sooner resign my place there, than surren- 
der my manhood here. I have voted upon this 
bill, and upon other bills, in aceordance with my 
own opinions of my duty; and I shail continue 
sO to vote, with a proper reference to the alleged 
embarraesment of the country, and in reference to 
the embarrassment of the public business. Let 
the gendeman take his proper share. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Can the gentle- 
man point to any objectionable feature of this 
apprepriation bill? 
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Mr. PHILLIPS. I deny the gentleman’s right 
to catechize me. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Can the gentle- 
man lay his finger upon a single clause in this 
bill which is objectionable ? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Yes, sir, I could. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Name it. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I will not consent to be thus 
questioned by the gentleman from Missouri. He 


must take the fact upon my word. I voted against | 


the bill, because I thought it ought not to pass; 
and if it comes up again in the same shape, will 
vote again the same way; and probably I will 
vote against it in any shape, until I can see and 
know where the money is to come from. Iam 
not to be told here how to vote. Least ofall am 
I to be told how to vote by a gentleman who 
failed to carry a bill through, as he expected, on 
party drill; by agenteman who undertakes, pub- 
licly, to lecture one who, as he says, once be- 
longed to his party, but has no right longer to 
belong to it? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. When I made 
use of that remark, | referred to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania sitting nearer to me than my 
colleague upon the committee. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. 
want the gentleman from Missouri to understand 
now and henceforward—and it is only a short 
week he will be troubled with me—that I shall 


vote just as [think right, without reference to his | 


wishes or views, without reference to his action, 


and without any attempt to relieve him from the | 
responsibility which,in my judgment, he has very | 


much increased in this matter. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 
now, 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I am willing to 
take all the responsibility resting upon me. If 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania supposed, when 
I referred to his being placed upon the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, that I had any agency 


One ata time. 
It is one at a time, 


in making any suggestion to the Presiding Officer |] 
to place him upon that committee, then he mis- | 


takes whatI said. I said that he was placed there 
in accordance with the wishes and the earnest 
solicitation of the friends of the Administration. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Who were they? 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Ido not mean to 
say, Mr. Speaker, that you, in your judgment, 
were biased or warped in this matter. 1 mean to 


| Say this: that in exercising the See yin. power, 
’ 


| you exercised it discreetly. You 


ad suggestions 


/ made to you, ashas been customary with Presid- 


ing Officers of the House, in reference to proper 
personsto be put onimportant committees. When 
this session commenced, and before the appoint- 
ment of committees, rumor said that the friends 


of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who is a | 


| member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 


| that there was a strong solicitation to the Speaker | 
| to appoint some gentleman from the State of Penn- || 
sylvania, and | believe the Speaker deemed it to 


urged his appointment, as a member of that com- 


mittee, strongly upon the Speaker. That is the 
matter to which | referred. ‘That rumor was cur- 
rent in this city. It wascurrent in every quarter 


be due to that State that it should have some 
member on the Committee of Ways and Means; 


/ so | believe it was considered due that the State 


of New York should havea member of that com- 
mittee as it had at the previous session. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | come to the subject-mat- 
ter under consideration, 


payment of salaries to postmasters, clerks in the 
Department, and for all the other contingent ex- 
penses of the Department. 
the revision of the Committee of Ways and 


Means, and that committee instructed that it 


should be reported to the House in the shape in 
which it was printed. The Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union considered its 
various items, one by one. Was any amendment 


roposed 7. my colleague on the Committee of | 
\ Means to reduce any single item of | 


Vays and 
expenditure? Did he propose to strike off any 
vortion of the $12,000,000 which is proposed to 
- appropriated for the transportation of the mails 


| fornext year? Notan amendment was submitted 


- 


A word or two more. I | 


Let me say a word. 


We have before usa | 
bill making appropriations for the support of the | 
Post Office Department for the ensuing year. It | 
provides for the transportation of the mail, the | 


That bill underwent | 
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in committee, not an amendment was submitted 
'|in this House, to reduce thaggappropriation of 
| twelve million dollars and upWards. There was 
| no amendment moved in the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union, and carried, ex. 
| cept one, made, I believe, at the instance of the 
| gentleman from New York, reducing the item 


$20,000. That amendment was agreed to by the 
| House. There was an amendment moved b 
| myself, which provided for drawing from the 
| Treasury so much as the revenues of the Post 
| Office Department might fail to supply in parsu- 
ance of the appropriation contained in the first 
section of the act. There was no objection in the 
| Committee of the Whole to that amendment. No 
one spoke in opposition to it. When we came 
into the House, that amendment was read two 
or three times. The yeas and nays, not even 
| tellers, could be ordered. The gentleman from 
|| Tennessee [Mr. Jones) demanded the yeas and 
nays; but they were not ordered. Tellers were 
asked for; and they were not ordered. In fact 
| there was no division in the House on the ado ; 
tion of that amendment. Where is there any- 
thing objectionable in that bill? Task my eol- 
| league to pointit out. He says that he cannotbe 
| catechized. Ido not set myself up here to induce 
any person to pursue a course which | may think 
is my path of duty, except by persuasion. | call 
upon this House to bear witness if I ever at- 
tempted to drive anything through; whether [ 
ever attempted to coerce any gentleman upon this 
floor; whether | attempted to bribe any man, here 
or elsewhere. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. In this connection | should 
like to ask, what was the gentleman’s view when 
he undertook to give me this public lecture to-day? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. There have been 
| rumors and declarations made upon this floor that 

there were fifteen Democrats from the State of 
Pennsylvania who would henceforward vote for 
no appropriation bill. Such rumors have been cir- 
culated, and they have reached my ear. 

Mr. REILLY. So far as that declaration con- 
cerns me, it is untrue. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. There never was any such 
meeting and declaration of the Pennsylvania 
members. 

Mr. BRANCH. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Missouri, I understood the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to say, a few moments 
since, that there was an amendment placed on this 
bill that was a censure upon the Administration. 
I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
if he means the amendment moved by myself? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Certainly not. I will explain. 
The gentleman from Missouri arraigned me as 
opposing the wishes of the Administration. It 
would be immaterial to me if I did, if, in doing 
so, | thought I was right. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Biarr] moved an amendment in 
reference to the overland mail route. He did not 
hesitate to avow that it was an indirect censure 

_upon the Administration. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. 
answer that question. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. In regard to the amendment 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, which 
extended appropriations, I will say that I voted 
for it, and Frosse for it because I thought, and 
still think, it was proper the appropriations ought 
to be extended; that we are neither beggared nor 
| bankrupt. I think that we are able to pay the 
/money. 
| Mr. BRANCH. Lunderstand, then, the zen- 
_tleman from Pennsylvania to say that he did not 
refer to my amendment as a censure upon the 
Administration. , 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I have so said, unequivo- 
cally. I voted for it. I do not know whether st 
|| was acensure or not. I can see none in it. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. The amendment 
| to which the gentleman referred was moved by 
my colleague. : 

Mr. RITCHIE. I suppose the difficulty 10 
| finding out whether the Administration is cet- 
sured is in the fact that it is hard to tell which Is 
the Administration, the President or the Secre- 

tary of the Treasury. , 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I cannot permit 
|| further interruption. I have this to say, and 
|| desire to say it at this moment. The gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania refers to an attempt to censure 
the Administration, contained in a clause in this 
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i 
appropriation bill. I ask him to point out the | 
section or clause in which such censure is con- | 
tained. : . | 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I said, or meant to say, that i] 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, who assumes to represent the Adminis- 
tration, (and that I do not dispute,) voted for a | 
clause that was put in for the purpose of censur- 
ing the Administration. | 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. The amendment | 
to which the gentleman refers was not placed upon | 
the bill. It was defeated in the House; but I was | 
ready to give my vote for it. In that I was not | 
yoting to censure the Administration. The amend- 
ment only proposed to authorize the Postmaster | 
General not to change the points of departure for | 
the overland mail from St. Louis and Memphis | 
to San Francisco; to permit Butterfield & Co. | 
to take another route to San Francisco. I believe | 
that if the contractors were authorized to take | 
another route than the one which they now travel, | 
the transmission of mail matter between the val- 
ley of the Mississippi and San Francisco would | 
be expedited by from five to seven days. And 1 
have yet to learn that the exact lines of a post 
rouie—the exactroute over which the horses have 

to travel—has become an Administration meas- 
ure. Ifthe gentleman from Pennsylvania thinks 
that Administration measures of so petty a char- 
acter are made, he does injustice to those of whom 
he claims to be the friend. | 

I do now desire to refer to declarations which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has made on 
this floor; but 1 suppose I may refer to the fact 
that he is represented as having determined to 
vote for no more appropriation bills. I will ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether he has 
not made such a declaration ? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I answer that I have not. 
I made up my mind to vote against this bill, and 
1 intend to carry it out. I may vote against them 
all, and have probably so said. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Has not the gen- 
tleman declared that he will vote for no further 
appropriation; except the tariff shall be revised ? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I have not. The gentleman 
from Missouri misunderstands the members from | 
Pennsylvania. They believe that it is idle to 
draw on an empty acu but they consult | 
about each bill as it comes up. So far as any 
resolution has gone, it only applies to this bill, 
about which the gentleman has so much anxiety. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Then the gentle- 
man declares that, in regard to this bill, he has 
said he would not vote for it. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I do mean to vote against | 
this bill again; and I am not going to be driven 
from my position by all that has been said by | 
him. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I find no fault 
with the vote which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania may give. He has the right to give what- 
ever vote he pleases, whether it be in accordance 
with the will of his constituents or not. But I 
ask the gentleman in what position he desires to 
place the mail service of thecountry? He found 
no fault with the amount proposed to beexpended. 
1 have the right to draw that inference, because 
he offered no amendment to reduce the appropri- 
ations. He voted for the most objectionable 
amendment that was placed on the bill, and which | 
had the effect of changing the votes of gentle- | 

men on this side of the House; and after having | 
loaded the bill, he then determined to vote | 
against it, 

Mr. Speaker, I have desired to reconsider the 


} 


vote on the engrossment of this bill, for the pur- || 


pose of having a motion submitted to reconsider | 
the vote by which the amendment of the gentle- | 
man from North Carolina (Mr. Brancn] was 
adopted. I move the previous question on he 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. HICKMAN called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to reconsider. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY called for tellers on the | 


yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuarree 
and McQueen were appointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 32, noes 122. 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in || the Postmaster General in this bill, that we appro- 


the affirmative—yeas 121, nays 67; as follows: 


| priated so much money for the service of the next 


YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, Arnold, Atkins, || fiscal year, the sum which he estimates; that he 
Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Bonham, || shall have that and no more; that he shall have it 


Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Case, Cas 
kie, John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cockerill, 
Corning, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, 
Davidson, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dean, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Eustis, 
Faulkner, Foley, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Goode, Green- 
wood, Gregg, Groesbeck, Grover, Lawrence W. Hall, Har 
ris, Hatch, Hawkins, Hill, Hodges, Hopkins, Horton, Hous- 
ton, Howard, Hughes, Huyler, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Keim, Lamar, Landy, Letcher, Maclay, McQueen, McRae, 
Mason, Miles, Millson, Moore, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, John §. | 
Phelps, William W. 
Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Sav- 
age, Scales, Scott, Seward, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, 
| Shorter, Sickles, Robert Smith, William Smith. Stallworth, 
Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, Miles Taylor, Thayer, 


Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Waldron, Ward, Wat- | 
kins, White, Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow, Woodson, Wor- | 


tendyke, Augustus R. Wright, and John V. Wright—121. 
NAYS—Messrs. Andrews, 
Burlingame, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 

| Colfax, Comins, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Lowa, 
| Dawes, Dick, Dimmick, Dodd, Durfee,Edie, Fenton, Flor- 
| ence, Foster, Gillis, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, 
| Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haskin, Hickman, Hoard, 


|| Owen Jones, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, John C. | 


| Kunkel, Leach, Leidy, Lovejoy, Humphrey Marshall, Sam- 
| uel S. Marshall, Matteson, Maynard, Moutgomery, Oliver 
A. Morse, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Phillips. 
| Potter, Pottle, Purvianee, Reilly, Ritchie, Royee, Judson 
| W. Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Tappan, 


Phelps, Powell, Ready, Reagan, | 


Blair, Brayton, Buffinton, | 


| Thompson, Tompkins, Wade, Walbridge, Walton, Cad- | 


| walader C, Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Isracl Wash- 
| burn, and Zollicoffer—67. 


| So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. BARR moved to reconsider the vote by 


which the amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Brancu,] in relation to the 
| buildings for post offices, &c., was agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, moved the previ- 


Mr. BRANCH. 
| Missouri had better include a motion to recon- 
| sider the vote by which the amendment which he 
offered was adopted before the previous question 
| is sustained. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. 
demand for the previous question. No objection 
was made in the Committee of the Whole to the 
amendment which] submitted. [It does not make 
| an unlimited appropriation out of the Treasury 
for the Post Office Department, but it confines the 
Postmaster General to an expenditure which 
| shall not exceed the amounts specified in the first 
section of the bill, to be made up out of the rev- 


| ous question on the motion to reconsider. 


those revenues is to be taken out of the Treasury, 
and no more. The first section of the bill appro- 
| priates between sixteen and seventeen million 
| ment, which amount is payable in two methods: 
| from the revenues of the Post Office Department 
| first, and then as much as the revenues of the 
| Department may lack of filling the requisitions of 
the first section may be drawn from the Treasury 
| quarterly. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I confess that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri pre- 
sehted a very serious difficulty with me. It en- 
tirely relieves the Postmaster General from any 
necessity of retrenching his expenditures. It as- 
sumes that the appropriations must be spent. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Not at all. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Yes, sir, it assumes 
that the appropriations must be spent, and, in 
these days of retrenchment, relieves.the Postmas- 
ter General from any necessity of retrenchment 
in his expenditures; vecause, if he spends all the 
revenues of the Department, he will be able to 
fall back upon the Treasury to meet his engage- 
‘| ments. Iconfess that lam decidedly opposed to 
|| the bill on account of that amendment. 
|| Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Hitherto we have 
|| appropriated a certain amount out of the Treas- 
|| ury to supply the deficienties in the Post Office 

Department, when the Postmaster General has 
‘| told you that the revenues of the Department 
would be inadequate to defray the expenses of that 
branch of the public service. The Postmaster 





'| made your appropriations in advance of the fiscal 

year, that during the next fiscal year he would 
i come here and ask for an additional deficiency 
|| appropriation. Now,lam attempting to obviate 
‘| that difficulty. We have done it, by saying to 


I withdraw the | 


| dollars for the service of the Post Office Depart- 


it 


I think the gentleman from || 


| a question to him. 


|| from the revenues of the Post Office Department; 


and if the revenues of the Department are insuf- 
ficient to meet the appropriations made in this 
bill, he may then go to the Treasury for the de- 
ficiency, and no more. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Of course, I am 
disposed to support this bill, and to vote for any 
estimates made by the Department, or by the 
Committee of Ways and Means; but this bill au- 
thorizes an cxpendinata of $12,000,000; and that 
amount, according to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, is to come out of the receipts of the Post 
Office Department; and any deficiency there may 
be in those receipts is to come out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States. Now, suppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri is 
notin the bill, and the Postmaster General sees 
that, if he exceeds the revenues of the Department, 
he will have to come to Congress and ask for a 
deficiency; is it not clear that he will try to reduce 
his expenditures and keep them within the receipts 
of the Department? It is perfectly transparent 
and palpable. I do not want the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to spend all this money because it is appro- 
priated. He ought only to spend as much asan 
economical and retrenching administration of his 
Department calls for. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I would ask the 
gentleman if he has any mail routes in his district 
that ought to be discontinued ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I have in my dis- 
trict mail routes on which less frequent service 
might be put, if a reduction was made general 
over the country. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. If there is one, I 
will ask the Department to stop it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman, no 
doubt, thinks he is very clever. But let me put 
If three trips a day are made 
upon aroute in his district when two would really 
answer the public service, and economy demands 
that the unnecessary service should be discon- 
tinued, I ask the gentleman if he would not vote 
to stop it? 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I have not gotany 
such routes in my district; and if the gentleman 
has more service on routes in his district than is 


| needed, he ought to have it reduced, 


enues of the Post Office Department, and the || 
|} amount necessary to supply any deficiency in || 
|| concur with him, 





| General to pay for it? 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. The gentleman 
from Virginia desires to diminish the expendi- 
tures of the Post Office Department. In that I 
3ut the question is, how shall 
we effect this object? This House has said, we 
will appropriate for the existing mail service 
$12,000,000, and that the same shall be payable 
out of the receipts of the Post Office Department; 
but that, if the revenues of the Department are 
inadequate to meet these appropriations, he shall 
take a sufficient amount out of the Treasury to 
meet these appropriations, and nota dollar more. 

Mr. HOWARD. I wish to put a question to 
_my colleague on the Committee of Ways and 
| Means. If there is any route in the gentleman’s 
| district, or any other part of the country, where 
| the service can be diminished, should not that 
| come out of the $12,000,000? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Certainly. 

| Mr. HOWARD. Well, now, having this 
| $12,000,000 of service to be performed, and re- 

quiring it to be performed, why should we not put 
| the money within the reach of the Postmaster 
I will vote for no bill that 
| requires more service than we appropriate money 
to pay for. If you wish to secure reform, dimin- 
tal the service; but do not require more service 
to be performed than you are willing to pay for. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I call for the pre- 
vious question on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BRANCH. If the previous question is 
seconded, I understand it will bring up the vote 
directly upon reconsidering the vote adopting my 
amendment. That is not in accordance with my 
| understanding. I understood the gentleman from 


‘ || Missouri, this morning, to say, that he proposed 
General hitherto has notified you, at the time you | 


|| Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. 


to allow the motion to go over until to-morrow. 
I understand it 
may go over by general consent. I think, how- 
ever, that it had better be acted on now. 

Mr. BRANCH. Then I have been very mach 
disappointed in the course this matter is to ke. 
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be voted down. 
Mr. SEWARD. Is debate in order? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 
Mr. SEWARD. Then IJ object. 
Mr. VANCE. 
I move to reconsider the vote by which the first 
amendment reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was rejected, as 
that seems to be the amendment upon which the 
principal objection to the bill arises. I will say 
that I am opposed to that amendment. I voted 
againstit when the question was taken, and I shall 
vote the same way when the question is taken 


again; but, for the purpose of giving the House || 
another opportunity to vote upon it, I make the | 


motion to reconsider. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. 


~ 


man’s motion cannot be entertained while the | 


previous question is pending. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has the right to have his motion entered. 


It cannot, of course, be acted upon at this time. 
Mr. STANTON. 


amendment to come in, rather than to have a con- 
test upon the previous question; for we on this 
side of the House will resist the seconding of the 
demand for the previons question, unless we can 
have a vote upon that motion. 

Mr. SEWARD. I insist that the rules shall 
be enforced. The demand for the previous ques- 
tion is pending, and no debate is in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If the previous 
question is sustained, when the vote shall have 
been taken on the motion to reconsider, will not 
the 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
may then be taken upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Vance.] 

The SPEAKER. It may. 

Mr.STANTON. Will not the previous ques- 
tion extend to the engrossment of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. STANTON.. Then I have no objection 
to it. I was acting under a misunderstanding. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Several gentle- 
men seem to have misunderstood the course which 
was to have been pursued upon this motion, and 
I will withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion for the purpose of making a single remark in 
reference to it. When! called up the motion to re- 
consider this morning, it was not my intention that 
the bill should be finally disposed of to-day; and 
several gentlemen, who are my friends, regard 
that as a pledge that the vote shall not be taken. 
I have no wish to be considered as not acting in 
good faith; and I therefore hope the motion will 
go over until to-morrow, with the understanding 
that it shall come up the first thing in the morn- 
ing. I propose, therefore, to move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of going on with the 
consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that mo- 
tion is in order, and will take precedence of the 
motion to reconsider. 


Mr.GREENWOOD. Do I understand that 


the motion of the gentleman from North Caro- | 


hina [Mr. Vance] has been entered ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Did the gentleman from 
North Carolina vote on the prevailing side ? 


The SPEAKER. He did. 


REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE. 

Mr. NICHOLS. 
on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, I 
desire to submit a report from the select commit- 
tee appointed under resolution of the 18th of this 
month. I make the report, accompanied by the 
testimony, simply for the purpose of having it 
printed, saying, at the same time, that I propose 
to call it up for action to-morrow. 

The report was received; and ordered to be 
printed, with the accompanying testimony. 

The question recurred on the motion to suspend 
the rules, and go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. L ask the gentleman from || out these words: 


Missouri to withdraw his motion, to enable me 
to ask the House to allow me to introduce a bill. 


I submit that the gentle- | 


I submit to the gentleman | 
from Missouri that it would be better to allow that | 


revious — then have exhausted itself? 


And the vote | 


Before the question is put | 


I rise to a privileged question. | 
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SS 
I hope the demaind for the previous question will || 


The SPEAKER. The call for the previous | 


question would still be pending, if the gentleman 
rom Missouri should withdraw his motion. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the annual report.of the Secre- 
wit of the Smithsonian Institution; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ENGLISH submitted a motion to print 
the usual number of extra copies; which, under 
the rule, was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 


laid before the House a joint resolution of the 
City Council of the city of Washington, protest- 
ing against the passage of a bill now before Con- 
gress conferring additional privileges upon the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


CHICKASAW FUND. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in reference to the 
Chickasaw fund, required under the act of 30th 
April, 1836; which was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


INDIANA FIVE PER CENT. FUND. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
| laid before the House a communication from the 
| Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to a resolu- 
| tion of the House of the present session, calling 
| for a statement of the amount and disposition of 
| the Indiana five per cent. fund; which was laid 

on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question again recurring on the motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
| resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, the motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended. 


(Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, in the chair,) and re- 


| service for the year ending June 30, 1860. 
The CHAIRMAN. The general debate on 
the bill has been closed. 


Mr. BRYAN. 


explanation, 


_ that privilege by unanimous consent. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. How long? 
Mr. BRYAN. Not more than two or three 
. *, 
minutes. In the Globe of day before yesterday, 
containing the discussion upon the Army bill, 
after some remarks made by myself, in which I 


| the sea-coast, and upon her interior frontier; the 
report is as follows: 
‘*Mr. Kineore. IT would like to know from the gentle- 


mon from Texas where he will go when he leaves the 
Union? 


“Mr. Reacan. Where we once stood—under the lone 


| the Gulf States, if not the whole South. 


I ask my colleague whether this is his lan- 
guage, and whether these are his sentiments? 

Mr. REAGAN, 
| been the answer made by my colleague, and not 
by myself. I-did not participate in the discus- 
sion, 


these sentiments? 

Mr. REAGAN. 
go further than to say that that was his expres- 
sion. Itis simply a mistake of the reporter in 
attributing it to me. 

Mr. BRYAN. My colleague evades saying 
whether he indorses that expression. If these 
are his sentiments, [was willing to let it go; as 








it had been before the House for two days, and 
not corrected. 1 wish to place myself upon the 
/record. These are my sentiments, and I stand 
| by them. 


‘Fhe Clerk proceeded with the reading of the } 


| bill. 


_ Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I move .to strike 


| “ For increase, repair, armament, and equipment of the || 
Navy, including the wear and tear of vessels in commission, 


} 
| 
} 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, | 


| sumed the consideration of the bill of the House | 
(No. 712) making appropriation for the naval | 


I desire to make a personal | 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will have | 


alluded to the defenseless condition of Texas upon | 


star; and when we go we will take with us the whole of 
That I understand to have | 
Mr. BRYAN. Does my colleague indorse |; 


It is not necessary for me to | 


|, tion of this Government. 








February 25, 


fuel for steam 7 
@3,i00,0000° ers, and purchase of hemp for the Navy, 
And insert dn lieu thereof the following: 


For fuel for the Navy, to be purchased in the mode pre- 


scribed by law for other materials, and for the trans I 
thereof, $600,000. g ee 


For the purchase of hemp and other materials 
Navy, $300,000. . _ 


For the repair, armament, and equipment of v 
$1,000,000. ; sees aoe 


Provided, That not more than $1,000 shall be expended 
in any navy-yard in the repair of any vessel, until the ne- 
cessily of such repair and the probable cost thereof are as. 
certained by the report of a board of not less than three 
officers of the Navy. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I ask that the 
amendment be again read. I did not hear it; ang 
it strikes me that it may be general legislation 
and therefore out of order. ; 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, a 
general desire has been expressed, on all sides of 
| the House, to reduce the expenditures of the Goy. 

ernment. I believe that this sentiment is cordial] 
entertained by a large majority of this House, 1 
| NOW propose a practical reduction in one branch 
of expenditure, which, I think, may be carried 
into effect, without impairing the public service, 
I wish to state, that under the bureau of con- 
struction, equipment, and repairs, over $3,000,000 
are now expended, ‘The late committee on naval 
contracts and expenditures examined thoroughly 
this item ofexpenditure. It isa remarkable fact, 
that in this €3,000,000, embraced in a single item 
in this appropriation bill, there are forty or fifty 
distinct items. There are embraced contracts and 
purchases of various kinds—both upon sealed 
| proposals and open purchases. All kinds of ex- 
penditures that relate to the equipment and arm- 
ament of the Navy, are, without limit or specifi- 
cation, included in one item of appropriation. It 
seems to me, that the great objection to the clause 
| reported by the Committee of Ways and Means 
| is, that it is too general and indefinite. There is 
no specific appropriation about it; and when we 


for the 


x 3 ‘ |, come to investigate into the items which go to 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the | 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 


make up this sum, the aggregate of the item can 
be reduced $1,200,000. 

As I have but five minutes to speak on this im- 
portant amendment, I desire to direct the atten- 
tion of the committee to the items embraced in it. 
_[ propose to appropriate $600,000 for the purchase 

of fuel for the Navy. Mr. Lenthall testifies that 
last year, something over fifty-five thousand tons 
were purchased, at an average cost of fifteen dol- 
lars per ton, and that for the next year not so 
much will be needed. I take the estimate of forty 
| thousand tons, at fifteen dollarsa ton, although | 
think fifteen dollars a ton is much too high, and 
that, by proper contracts of purchase and trans- 
portation, much of this could be saved. ‘That 
_will make $600,000. Hitherto, coal has been 
purchased through an agency at Philadelphia; 
and the reports of the minority and majority of 
the committee express the belief that there have 
been gross frauds in this coal agency, and that it 
ought to be abolished. This amendment will in- 
stitute a reform in the purchase of coal, by taking 
| from the Secretary of the Navy his present dis- 
cretionary power, and require him to purchase 
coal, as other materials, for the Navy. It will 
also make the appropriation for coal specific, in- 
stead of being buried up in a general appropria- 
‘tion for repair and equipment of vessels. Under 
| the present system, live-oak and other timber for 
the Navy are purchased at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and gross abuses have 
arisen in the purchase of those materials. I pro- 
pose to make a specific appropriation of $300,000 
for the purchase of those materials. I think 
that will be amply sufficient for the purpose, if 
itis limitéd and restrained. 1 propose to allow 
| $1,000,000 for the repair of vessels. Here are the 


|| most glaring abuses which have ever been brought 


to my attention, connected with the administra- 
The Niagara, for 
repairs, equipment, and armament, since this 
Administration came iato power, has cost this 
Government over one million dollars. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. The 
_ gentleman says that $1,000,000 has been expended 
| in the repair of the Niagara. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I said “for re- 
irs, equipment, and armament.’”’ 
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Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. That makes al 
wonderful difference. Why did it become neces- | 
cary to expend so much money on the Niagara? 





Because, by an order*of Congress, that vessel 
was detailed to assist in laying the Atlantic | 
cable. She could not be engaged in that service 
with her ordinary armament or equipment as a | 
man-of-war. ‘Temporary alterations became ne- | 
cpssary to allow the cable to be stowed on board | 
the Niagara. Does the gentleman say that there | 
was any unnecessary expense incurred on that | 
occasion? The fault for the increased expense, | 
ifany there be, must be attributed to Congress, | 
and not to the Navy Department. 
But | desire now to come to the amendment | 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio. If I under- | 
stand that amendment, it proposes to specify the | 
items that go to make up this $3,100,000, It pro- 
noses to appropriate, for hemp and other mate- 
rials, $300,000. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. And that I believe | 
is am nly sufficient. 
Mr PHELPS, of Missouri. Forcoal, $600,000, 
and for repairs, $1,000,000. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. Yes; making a re- | 
duction of $1,200,000 in that item. ij 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I desire to call | 
attention to the fact, that at this time we have, | 
and probably will have during the next fiscal | 
year, a larger number of steamers in the employ | 
of the Government than we have ever hitherto | 
had. This Congress directed the President to use 
force, if necessary, in obtaining redress from the 
Government of Paraguay. Under the joint res- 
olution, passed by Congress, vesting the Execu- 
tive with that authority, a large expenditure of 
money was incurred. That expenditure will not 
cease with the expiration of this fiscal year. It | 
became necessary to charter a number ef steam- | 
ers to carry men and supplies for this Paraguay | 
expedition; and additional expenditures on the 
same account are expected during the ensuing fis- | 
cal year. The Department estimated $2,060,000 as 
being necessary for repairs, equipments, stores, 
wear and tear, &c., of the vessels engaged in the | 
service of the country. It estimated $840,000 as | 
being necessary for the purchase of coal and its | 
transportation to the places where it is to be de- | 
posited for the use of steamers of the Navy; and | 
estimated, for the purchase of hemp, $200,000. | 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


Out of this appropriation for equipments, repairs, | 
and armament, much of the timber that is pro- 
cured and stored in the navy-yards is paid for, | 
{Here the hammer fell.] I ask that a letter may | 
be read from Mr. Lenthall, the chief of the bu- | 
reau of equipments and repairs. The Committee | 
of Ways and Means, when the estimates were | 
submitted, desired further information on the sub- | 
ject, in hopes to reduce it, and, in reply to its in- | 
quiry, received the letter which | send to the | 
Clerk’s desk. 

The letter was read, as follows: | 


Navy DepaRTMENT, Bureau or CONSTRUCTION, ETC., 
January 8, 1859. 
Sir: In compliance with your instructions, indorsed | 
on the letter of the 4th instant, from the honorable chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, it is respectfully | 
stated, itis impossible to make a detailed estimate of the | 
amount required for the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1860, for increase, repair, and equipment of the 
Navy, as this general estimate is predicated upon the ex- | 
penditures tor previous years, and is presumed Will not fall | 
short this year from the usual average amount. 

For the purchase of materials, for the repairs at home, 
the maintenance abroad, and the stores, both abroad and 
at home, for nine ships-of-the-line, ten frigates, twenty-two 
sloops-of-war, four brigs, eight receiving and store-ships, 
and thirty-two steam vessels, the estimate is $2,060,000. 
The number of vessels which it is supposed will require re- 
pairs during the year 1859-60, is increased beyond that for | 
the year 1858-59, the estimate for which was $2,170,000; | 
and for the year ending June 30, 1858, was $2,223,000 

lis increase in number is in new steam vessels ; and, un- 
less from some unforeseen accident, it is supposed that 
their repairs will be small, whilst those of the older ships 
will be more costly than heretofore; but, on the whole, it | 
will be seen, the gross amount has been reduced. The spe- | 
cial appropriation for the construction of new vessels ap- 
pies Only to their first cost, and not to their subsequent | 
maintenance, which is provided for in the usual annual | 
estimates, 
Itis not practicable to give the exact cost of each ves- | 
Sel; it being imposs to know what the condition may be | 
of many of those at sea, but which will require repairs on | 
their return ; for often, whilst in hand, itis found that much | 
more work has to be done to them than was contemplated 
when their repairs were commenced. ‘The cost of the re- 
pairs Of some of the sailing frigates has varied from seventy 
to two hundred thousand dollars, and of the sloops-of- war 
‘rom forty to one hundred thousand dollars—depending on | 
the age of the vessel. In steam vessels, the amount is 
much greater than in sailing vessele, from their more rapid | 


deterioration, and the additional wear and tear of machine- 
ry. The estimate has been based upon ihe average #x- 
penditures in previous years, having been reduced as low 
as possible; and anything less, it is thought, would embar- 
rass the Department. For several years past, the appropri- 
ation has been just sufficient, and it has not been found 
necessary to have any deficiency bill. 

With regard to fuel for steamers, estimating those in ac- 


7 
| 


do not care which. I therefore make this prop- 
| osition on my own account. The law quoted by 
the gentleman from Missouri, sompienn Bae. Len- 
thall to make a detailed estimate of the expendi- 
| tures of his bureau; and the only estimate that 
| has been submitted to us is the amount in gross, 


tual service to be under steam about one fourth of their i l asked him for the items which composed this 


time, the consumption of coal will be fifty-six thousand | 
tons; which, at fifteen dollars per ton, amounts to $840,000, | 
including cost of coal, freight, lighterage, and storage ; anc 
from the increasing rates of freight, the average cost may 
even be higher. | 

The estimate for hemp is for eight hundred tons, at #250 
per ton, amounting to $200,000. The American hemp costs 
$312 per ton. 

The estimate for the bureau of construction will stand | 
thus: 
For repairs, equipment, stores, and wear and tear, the sum | 

| 


Of .nccce cece covsnecoccce secscs cccnne coos occ @as000,000 


For coal forsteamers....... 
POE MED ios ous ont cde bone eeeee 


840,000 
200.000 | 





Amounting in all t0..e.sseeee cece cece e: oeee- G3,100,000 | 
for the service of the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1860. | 
This amount does not include armament of any kind, that 

being a separate estimate from the bureau of ordnance and | 
hydrography. 


The letter of the honorable chairman of the Committee of || 


Ways and Means is herewith returned. 
With very great respect, I am, sir, your most obedient 
servant, JOHN LENTHALL, 
Chief of the Bureau. 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move to amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, by 
striking out the word ** one’’ and inserting the 
word ‘* two,’’ so as to make it $2,000,000. 
The estimates were submitted by the Navy De- | 
partment under this general head, in pursuance | 
of the act of 1840, which declared that a general | 
estimate should be submitted, embracing equip- 
ments, armament, and repairs for the Navy. 
The estimate, therefore, was submitted in pur- 
suance of the act of 1840, which requires the es- 
timates for the increase of the Navy, repairs, 
&c., to be submitted under such a heading. We 
have, at this time, a large increase of the naval | 
force. There is a probability that this naval force 
will be abroad during the next fiscal year, except | 
such portion of itas may be brought home for 
the purpose of repair, and some repairs will have 
tobe made abroad upon our men-of-war. I ad- 


| 
| 
| 





tellthe amount of money that will be needed to 


ship builder can tell you the exact amount it will | 
take to repair a vessel, untilit has been thoroughly 

overhauled and examined, and the timbers of its | 
hull have been bored and pierced, to discover if | 
they are rotten or defective. Until that is done, | 
_ can make nothing but aconjectural estimate. 


ing fiscal year. There may be employment for 


belongs to us, and which we willcontrol. I say 
then, to gentlemen who profess to be economists 
upon this floor, beware how you attempt to at- 


maintenance of your Navy, in the present eriti- 
cal position of affairs. Over that sea we must ex- 
ercise control; we will exercise control over it; 
and we ought to keep our Navy in such a posi- 


assert the rights of this country, and to redress 
any wrong which may be done to us. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to ask the chair- 





| his committee concurs in the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. BOCOCK. No, sir; the gentleman from 
Ohio has submitted the amendment on his own 
responsibility. 


claim to be the organ of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, in offering this amendment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. | am aware of that; but 
I simply wanted to know if the committee con- 
curred in the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
occupying the position which I do as a member 
of the Republican party, | might fairly say to | 
gentlemen on the other side, pile on the appro- 
priations as much as you choose; you have the 
responsibility of the Government. But I deem 
it my duty, asa member of this Houce, to endeav- 
or to check, if | can, the growing extravagance | 


mit that it is an impossibility for any person to || 


| our fleets not only in Paraguay, but in the Gulf | 
of Mexico, in the American sea, in the sea which 


tack the estimates submitted for the support and | 


tion that at any moment it may be sent there to | 


| man of the Committee on Naval Affairs whether | 


Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I certainly did not | 


| enormous amount of $3,100,000. I asked Mr. 
| Lenthall where the items were, and it was only 
after long inquiry that I could ascertain what 
_were the component items of this large sum. I 
| found, then, that coal was buried up in this item. 
| Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 
| man allow me to cite him to the act of Congress? 
| Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. Iam familiar with 
| the act. 
| Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. With the act of 
| 1840? 
| Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio, Yes; I am femil- 
iar with thatact. It requires an estimate of cer- 
tain materials and matters coming under the gen- 
eral head of ‘‘ equipment, repairs,’’ &c. But there 
is no detailed estimate of these items. How much 
of this amount is for coal? The gentleman can- 
not tell us, from any published document, how 
much is for coal, how much is for live oak, how 
| much is for hemp. A letter is now produced, 
which is not in the published estimates, or in any 
of the official documents, just at the heel of the 
| session, from a subordinate in one of the Depart- 
ments; and we are expected to take his say so as 
an official estimate. , 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I know the gen- 
| tleman wants to be right. That letter was for- 


| 


|| warded to the Committee of Ways and Means by 


| the Secretary of the Navy. It was called forth 
in reply to my inquiry, made some time ago. [ 
| did not think it necessary to send to the Clerk’s 
| desk, or have read, the communication of the 
Secretary of the Navy, transmitting the letter to 

| me. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. Why was not the 
letter, giving these items, printed in the estimates? 
| The law requires that detailed estimates shall be 
| laid upon our tables, at the beginning of every 
session. And yet, here isan amount of over three 
million dollars of which we have no items; and [ 


| would have had no information that would have 
repair any of our vessels which are afloat. No || 


enabled me to form any opinion of its enormous 
extravagances, but for the accident of the exist- 
ence of the special committee. But, in that com- 
mittee, these items were gone into; and there it 
appeared that the $3,100,000 covered a vast mul- 
titude of items, purchased in various ways, and 
in the purchase of which gross abuses had oc- 


submit to the committee, that in the present pos- | curred. 
ture of affairs in thiscountry, we must take care | 
that we do not cripple the Navy during the ensu- | 


I cannot, in the five minutes allowed me, refer 
to the tables which | have before me. But I will 
|| state that, in 1850, this item amounted to the sum 
of $1,867,205 52; and in 1851, to $2,080,377 44. 
|| Now, why is it that, in this short period, these ex- 
|, penses have increased to over three million dol- 
‘|| lars? There is no reason for it—none whatever. 
|| Nearly all the ships that now belong to the Gov- 
_ ernment of the United States ought to be disman- 
| tled, and laid by in ordinary. They are worth 
| nothing for real service. They are only fit to 
| carry our lieutenants and subalterns to the Med- 
|| iterranean and elsewhere on pleasure excursions. 
Incase ofa war, all these old vessels would be laid 
aside, and the Government would be called upon 
|| to build new ones. And if we allow $3,100,000, 

we allow twice as much as ought to be expended 

| upon them; and, in my judgment, if $1,000,000 
is expended, under the direction of boards of 
naval officers, it would go further, and do more 
| forthe Navy, than the $3,000,000 proposed by the 
gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the committee 
any longer. I desire a vote on my amendment. 
| 1 will simply ~ that [ submit this proposition 
in good faith. If gentlemen upon the other side 
|| of the House choose to vote it down, well and 
good; they have the respdnsibility. 1 have per- 
formed my duty, and I do not care what they do. 
j Mr. PHELPS, of Missoari, by unanimous 
| consent, withdrew his amendment to the amend- 
ment, 


} 


} Mr. MILLSON. I move to amend that portion 


| of the bill which the gentleman from Ohio pro- 
poses to strike out, by increasing the amount 


|| $100,000. 





Mr. Chairman, we have heard a good deal lately 


of this Administration or of this Government, I |! of the necessity of making the Post Office Depart- 
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ment a self-sustaining institution, and I do not | 
know how long it will be before gentlemen will | 


insist that the Navy also shall be a self-sustaining 
institution. Gentlemen complain of what they 
call the enormous extravagance of the proposed 
expenditures. | can only express my surprise 
that the Department has estimated, or that the 
Committee of Ways and Means has been able to 
reduce the estimates, to so low an amount as that 
proposed, 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. 
higher than it ever was before. 

Mr. MILLSON. Certainly it is higher than it 
ever was before; but how much? Only $250,000 
higher than last year. The House will recollect 
that it was only last year that Congress ordered 
to be built thirteen or fifteen new steamships, 
some of which have been launched, and all the 
others are nearly ready to be launched, and will 
be ready to be fitted up and supplied withuheir 
armaments, within the next fiseal year, and for 
which this appropriation ts, in part, designed. I 
am, therefore, only surprised that the Department 
should have so conducted its affairs as to be able 
to get along with the amount of appropriation 
which the Committee of Ways and Means have 
reported in this bill. Does not the gentleman from 
Ohio know that this appropriation embraces the 
cost of fitting up and supplying sails, machinery, 
and other equipments? 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. The gentleman is 
mistaken. ‘There are special appropriations in the 
bill for thes purposes. 

Mr. MILLSON. I say to the gentleman that 
after the ship has once been finished, under the 
original appropriation, all the cost nece8sary for 
fitting up with sails and rigging, equipment and 
repairs, are included in these. appropriations. 
Does not the gentleman know that these new 
ships, when they are put into the service, will re- 
quire a very large amount of coal, requiring large 
expenditures in addition to the amount usually 
appropriated for that purpose? The gentleman 
talks as if ships were to be built for the purpose 
of keeping them athome. Why, sir, the officers 
of the Navy may have good resson to complain 
of the inconsistency of Congress. A year or two 


The amount is 


|, such within the meaning of his amendment, or | 


ago, complaint was made that so many of the offi- | 
cers of the Navy remain at home, and had seen | 


so little sea service; the reply was, that Congress 
would not be willing to appropriate money suffi- 
cient to give them constant employment. Now 


the complaint 1s that so many of them have been | 
sent to sea, and that they have not been kept at | 


home. 
{Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. FLORENCE. Lam opposed tothe amend- | 


ment of the gentleman from Virginia, because I 
am in favor of the amount reported originally by 
the Committee of Ways and Means in this bill. 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Suerman,| in his remarks in opposition to this 
appropriation, said, if lunderstood him correctly, 
that there had been fraud in the purchase of this 
coal, and that evidence of that fraud had been 
iven before his committee. Now, if such has 
an the fact, and they have evidence of it, why 
should that lead to the reduction of the amount 
of coal actually required for consumption by the 
Navy? If there has been fraud in the purchase, 
then change the plan of purchase; but do not re- 
duce the amount. 
Mr. Chairman, I have very great confidence in 


John Lenthall, the head of the bureau of con- | 


struction, equipment, and repairs. I know him 
to be an exceedingly conscientious and econom- 
ical man. He is, besides, a thoroughly experi- 
enced and practical mechanic. 
sations | heve had with him, and observation, | 
know that he requires that everything coming 
under his charge shall be based upon the strictest 
principles of economy of expenditure; and | am 
therefore satisfied that the amount estimated by 
him is the least amount that can reasonably be 
got along with. The gentleman refers to the fact 
that armament and equipment are not mcluded 
in the appropriation for repairs. Now, sir, I say 


From conver- | 


/ about a war. 
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the amount of $1,000, it shall be submitted to a 
commission of naval officers. Why naval offi- 
cers? Why exclude from that commission the 
most important man in the service for that pur- 


pose, the naval constructor, the master ship-car- | 


penter, or some other worker in wood of the 
navy-yard; the eminently competent and practical 
man, and, of all others, best suited for the duty? 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. The naval con- 
structor is a naval officer. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Ido not consider him as 


in the general acceptation of the word officer; and 


he, more than any one else, is best qualified for | 


the inspection of ships to ascertain especially 
whether they need repairs. 
here to say, by way of parenthesis, that I have 
no special objection, as far as this branch of the 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio is con- 
cerned, except that under the present regulation 


| just such a commission, as I understand it, is 


already provided for by the rules and regulations 


of the service and practice of the Department. || 


sut, sir, if the gentleman wishes to bring about 
reform, do not begin it by withholding the appro- 


priations necessary to support the honor of the | 
American flag on the high seas, and to protect | 
our commerce now floating upon the rivers of | 


the world. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Puetps] 
has very aptly and properly said that, from the 


indications which now appear in the waters of | 


the Gulf of Mexico, and in other quarters upon 


the ocean, we may very soon require the exercise || 
of the entire power of the American Navy. In| 


my judgment, that day is not far distant, and | 
hope this House will not strike down the efficiency 
of the Navy, by cutting down these appropria- 
lions to a point where it will be impossible to 
maintain our Navy, very limited as its power 
now is. Talk of economy, when the flag of our 
country is draggling in dishonor, and spoliations 
upon our commerce are made by every pretender 
to power and fame. Out upon such mistaken 
economy, say I, with all my heart. 
Here the henaner fell. ] . 

Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. GARNETT. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by changing the amount to $1,100,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wish this matter to go 
by without one voice from this side being raised 
to second the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio. Here, sir, are these items of construction 


and repair, amounting, as reported in this bill, to | 
$3,100,000, for which noestimates are furnished | 
For other departments of the | 
service, we have the items down to the prices of | 
carpets and of newspapers, and everything of the | 
kind; but here you havea single item of $3,100,000. | 


us in detail at all. 


The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means now brings us a letter from a bureau in | 
the Navy Department, purporting to give the de- | 
tails. Sir, I find that in the year 1851-52, the ex- | 


penditures for this head were $2,200,000. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. ‘Thatis explained | 
by the difference between the number of steamers | 
then, and the increased number of steamers now. || 
I find that there was ap- || 


Mr. GARNETT. 
propriated in 1851 and 1852, $1,365,000; and for 
the year 1852 and 1853, $1,365,000. Fifty per 
cent. increase upon that amount would not make 
the amount we have in this bill; it would not 
amount to the $3,000,000 asked for under the 
same item in this bill. 

One word, Mr. ‘Chairman, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. I admit that the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania and my colleague from Virginia, 


representing as they do, navy-yards where this 
money is to be spent, know more of the matter 
than | do; but I observe that whenever a navy- 
yard bill comes before the House, we have a panic 
You recollect, when there was an 
application to build new steamers, last session, 


| that we were told there was to be a war with 


to the gentleman, that just so soon as the vessel | 


ordered is completed and repairs are required, it 
comes under the purview or head of this appro- 
priation. Every dollar that is expended is charged 
to the particular vessel for which it is expended. 

The gentleman from Ohio proposes that, here- 
after, before repairs are made on any vessel to 


1} 


| 


Great Britain immediately. Congress had not 
adjourned before we knew the alarm had blown 
over. And the President, in his message, tells us 
that we are at peace with all the European nations. 
I think this panic for war is nothing more nor 
less than a panic for navy-yard expenditures. I 
believe that there has been a great deal of waste 
in this matter of repairs. I have been told by 





3ut I take occasion || 





February 25, 


|| naval officers, in whom I have confidence, that 
|| there is no Government in the world that Pays so 
much as does ours for ornamental work. es 
at the French vessels; look at one of John By)’ 
vessels, the Power which has the largest navy in 
the world. Whilst they are in good order, and 
ready for fighting, they have not the same amount 
_ of paint and ornament. Besides that, sir, we haye 
reduced our cruises from three years to two years. 
The best authorities in England, Sir Charles Na. 
pier and other eminent admirals of the British 
navy, say that, instead of three years being too 
| long, they would increase the time, with a view 
_ to greater efficiency, and for the purpose of econo. 
/mizing expenditures. Every time a vessel} ro- 
turns from a cruise, she is painted and repaired 
/and by frequently carrying our vessels into the 
yards, we require a large number of vessels to 
perform the sea service needed, and thus expend- 
| itures are in every way multiplied. Mr. Lenthall 
| tells us that the department will be embarrasseq 
if we do not appropriate this money. Now if he 
means by embarrassment that it will strengthen 
| his department, and put them to the necessity of 
|| economizing, | am for seeing his department em- 
barrassed. I know this, that so long as we had 
a large surplus revenue in the Treasury, large ex- 
“era menroc were inevitable, whatever party would 
| bein power; for waste always accompanies plenty, 

And on the other hand, if you want economy, 
you must diminish revenue. . ; 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FLORENCE. The chairman of Ways 
and Means interpolated a remark in the speech of 
the gentleman from Virginia, which renders fur. 
| ther comment upon his amendmenta'most unne- 

cessary. He referred to the fact that the increase 

in this item for equipment, repair, and armament, 
| was because of a large increase in the number of 
our vessels of war. This is correct. Do gentle- 
tlemen remember, since 1852, there has been 
added to the Navy five large steam frigates, six 
sloops-of-war, and there are now building at the 
different navy-yards in the country, and nearly 
| completed, eight or nine more sloops-of-war, of 
light draught, or gun-boats, as they have been 
designated by some other persons? I think that 
sufficiently explains to any gentleman’s mind, 
| who will permit a sound judgment to influence it, 
the necessity for additional appropriation in this 
item of repair, as and armament. 

Mr. GARNETT. I understand the vessels are 
not built yet. 

Mr. FRORENCE. The Lancaster, and that 
fleet of vessels, are ordered to be fitted out, and will 
be soon got ready for sea. The Lancaster is now 
at the Philadelphia navy-yard; and within a day 
or two, I hear orders have been issued from the 
Department to fit her out to test her sailing ca- 
_ pacities and her machinery, as provided for in the 
|| contract for her construction. Those six sloops 
will necessarily consume a considerable amount 
of this expenditure. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with reference to this 
| war-cry, to which the gentleman has referred, the 

admonition of the Father of his Country was, that 
| in time of peace we should prepare for war. 

| Mr. GREENWOOD. I want to inquire of the 
|| gentleman if he is in favor of this bill, and will- 
} ing to vote for its passage ? 


GS 


. 
, 





Mr. FLORENCE. I think I will. It is most 
likely that I will. But the gentleman will be an- 
swered when the vote is taken, and the record 
'|}made. When members put a question to the 
|| Chair, the reply sometimes is, that he will de- 
'| cide the question when it comes up; and the gen- 
|| tleman will know how I wiil vote when the vote 
|| is taken. 
| LT have only to say, that I think I shall vote for 
this bill, and certainly for every appropriation 
| bill that meets with the approbation of my judg- 
| ment. If the gentleman refers to my vote on these 
| appropriation bills, I will tell him, independently 
| of all other causes which he may think operated 
| upon my mind, that I voted against the Post Office 

a 
b 


| 


ppropriation bill, because I consider it to be & 
| ill of iniquities and abominatigns. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman that the Post Office appropriation 
bill is not now under consideration. ' 
| Mr. FLORENCE. I thought so. But I will 
only make a reply to others. I seldom trouble 
'| the House, as every member will bear attestation. 


\\ 1 will probably vote for this naval appropriation 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
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pill. 1 will tell the gentleman I will vote for it if '| for next year; and while I do not think that it 





it meets with the approval of my judgment; and 
if it does not, I will vote against it. I was re- 


marking, When interrupted, that the admonition | 


of the Father of his Country was, that in time of 
peace we Should prepare for war. I think that 


when we are ready to strike an effective blow, we || 
If this were | 


have already won half the battle. 
an extravagant appropriation, if it were consid- 
erably beyond the amount asked for last year, I 
would be willing, under the exigencies of the occa- 
sion, that it should be somewhat reduced. Butitis 
only an increase of $250,000, which, in my judg- 


ment,isa very small appropriation for this item, in | 
consideration of the increased number of vessels of 
war introduced withia the last four or five years | 


in the naval service of the United States. I am 
well convinced that the Department, under the 
present exigencies of the finances and the almost 
utter depletion of the Treagury, would not ask a 
dollar more than is absolutely necessary to keep 
the very limited number of vessels of our naval 
force afloat, and ready for emergencies that may 
reagily and speedy occur, in view of the dis- 
turbed relations of the nations of the world. Let 
us economize. I am ready for it. But it must be 
a wise economy, in which all may unite. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GARNETT, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, by striking 
out ** $600,000,’’ which is the amount of his ap- 
propriation for coal, and insert in lieu thereof 
“$750,000.” 

Mr. Chairman, my object in moving this amend- 
ment is to make some general statement, in refer- 
ence to this subject, and make a particular state- 
ment with reference to thisitem of coal. Idonot 
see how the gentleman from Ohio can say to the 
House that forty thousand tons of coal are suffi- 
cient for our faval purposes during the next year, 
under the peculiar circumstances in which we find 
ourselves now placed. ‘The gentleman from Mis- 
souri has justly alluded to the fact that we have 
nowa much larger number of steamers afloat than 
we have ever had before. For the purposes of 


the Paraguay expedition, and because the Con- | 


gress of the United States refused to build new 
vessels sufficient for the naval purposes of the 
country, it became necessary for the Secretary of 


the Navy to charter, I believe, seven steamers for | 


that expedition. They are now afloat. They are 
in the South American waters. How long they 
may remain there, do not know. The estimate 
that has been made is, that something like frfty 
thousand tons of coal will be required for naval 
purposes on board of vessels during the next year. 
That number of tons, at fifteen dollars per ton, 
will amount to the sum named in my amendment. 
We shail need coal for our navy-yards, which, 


however, will not amount toa large sum, and may | 


be saved, perhaps, out of the $750,000. 

And here let me say, that if the gentleman from 
Ohio, and those who agreed with him on the spe- 
cial committee to which he alluded, were of opin- 


of coal, and that the Government had suffered 
very materially in consequence of these frauds, 
then they viewed the matter in an entirely differ- 


ent light from myself and those who agreed with | 


me. They and | were of opinion that the agent 
for the purchase of anthracite coal was a useless 


agent, and incompetent for the discharge of his | 
But | remember no evidence taken before | 
that committee which sustains the declaration that | 
frauds were committed. Whatare the facts? The | 


duty. 


facts are, that coal was purchased last year, for 
the org cheaper than atany time for many years 
past. The coal which cost, in Philadelphia, in 
1307, $4 25 per ton, was bought, all through Hun- 
ter's agency last year, at $3 85 per ton. The con- 
current testimony of all the witnesses was, that 
there had been a reduction of about thirty cents 
in the value of coal between 1857 and 1858. The 
coal for foreign stations, which had cost, from Mr. 


Fillmore’s administration to the present time, an | 


average of something like fifteen dollars per ton, 
was purchased and sent to foreign stations last 
year at $1250 perton. Do these things prove 
that fraud was committed? If it was, | ask by 
whom it was committed ? ; 

(rom the best estimate that ean be made, it is 
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will cost fifteen dollars per ton, yet that is the 
data on which the gentleman acts; and in that, he 
agrees with the chief of the bureau of construc- 
tion. Freights are going up; and in consequence 
of that, coal on foreign stations may go up a 


gain 


| to fifteen dollars per ton, where it was for many | 


years. 

In reply to the doctrine held by my colleague, | 
that Admiral Napier and other Englishmen of 
experience and knowledge, have said that it was 
better for the English ships-of-war to remain on 
cruises for four years or longer, | want to say 
that the proposition of Admiral Napier and these 
other gentlemen was applicable to the English 
navy, and notto ours. Here, when Congress is 
asked to build ships, we are told that we have 
no need of ships. Gentlemen would restrict the 
Navy to the smallest number of vessels. In order 
to make these as effective as possible, the policy 
seems to be to make these ships travel from one 
station to another as rapidly as possible, soas to 
give protection, as far as possible, to our com- | 
merce in all the waters of the world. [lam in 
favor of the policy of limgting the time that our 
vessels should remain on foreign stations. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I will not enter 
into a dispute with the gentleman from Virginia 
in regard to the amount of appropriations for 
coal. 1 based my estimate on Mr. Lenthall’s tes- 
timony, that during this year—a year of unpre- 
cedented demand—about fifty thousand tons of 
coal was needed, which cost, in the mode in 
which it was purchased, about fifteen dollars per 
ton; and also on the testimony that in his judg- 
ment so much would not be needed next year, as 
there was deposited a large supply, and a re- 


| supply would probably not be required. 


Another word in reply to the gentleman from 


| Virginia: he says that the Government purchased 


coal, this year, atless than it ever purchased coal 
before. Mr. Chairman, the Government paid 
Tyler, Stone & Co. $3 85 a ton, in Philadelphia; 
but many of the most intelligent coal dealers of 
thap city came before the committee and testified 
that the same quality of coal was supplied in the 
market, at open purchase, at €3 35; and the very 
men from whom Tyler, Stone & Co. purchased 
this coal testified that the cost of it to Tyler, 
Stone & Co., delivered on shipboard, was be- 
tween $3 25 and $3 40 per ton. So that Tyler, 
Stone & Co., at the lowest computation, made 
fifty cents a ton on what they furnished. The 
agent was paid $7,500 for six months’ service. 


| He never did a single thing in the discharge of 


his duty. He never weighed, inspected, exam- 
ined, or saw shipped, a single ton of that coal. 


| Worse than that, Mr. Chairman—and here is 


where I say fraud was committed—this coal agent 


| was appointed here, in the city of Washington, 


by virtue of an arrangement, in which a late mem- 
ber of the House took part, by which the emol- 
uments of that coal agency were to be divided 
between three men—one, the editor of a Demo- | 


| cratic paper in Reading; another, a physician in 
ion that frauds had been practiced in the purchase | 


D? ’ 
Reading; and the third, Mr. Smith, of Philadel- 
phia, an active friend of the President. That 
arrangement was made known to the President, | 
as testified to by Mr. Smith himself. 


agent lived in Reading, Pennsylvania, aM the || 


time, and never went to Philadelphia. He di- 
vided his emoluments, by virtue of the agreement 


that existed, except that Mr. Getz, the editor of || 


the Reading Gazette, finding the arrangement dis- 
tasteful, declined to receive his share, and the 


The coal || 


notice, I will not carefully study words in con- 
demning them. It Was, at least, a gross neglect 
of duty. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will read the resolution, 
to which the gentleman himself [Mr. Bocock] 
has assented, on the subject of the coal agency. 
It is as follows: 

** Resolved, That it is disclosed, by the testimony in this 
ease, that the agency for the purchase of anthracite coal 
for the use of the Navy, has been for some time past in the 
bands of a person wholly inefficient and grossly incom- 
petent, and that reform is needed in the regulations which 
eXist on that subject; but there is no proof which traces 
any knowledge of such inefficiency and incompetency to 
the responsible authorities in Washington, nor any which 


shows that the need of reform grows especially out of any 
act of theirs.”’ 


Itis proved, Mr. Chairman, that the arrange- 
ment for theappointment ofa coal agent was made 
in Washington, with the assent of the President; 
that the division of emoluments was made known 
to the President; that the incompetency of the 
agent was known to the President; that the fact 
that he resided sixty or seventy miles from Phil- 
adelphia, where the duties of his office lay, was 
known to the President; that his occupation, pre- 
vious employment, and personal qualifications, 
were known to the President; that the agent never 
was here; that his appointment was brought about 
by Mr. Jones, then chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means of this House, and the most 
intimate friend of the President; that the appoint- 
ment was yielded to and made by the President, 
although, by law, the whole matter of the coal 
agency was within the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy, and not of the President. 

And yet, poor Hunter, the coal agent, is to be 
made the scapegoat, and the President and his 
Secretaries are to pass acquitted in the jadgment 
of the Representatives of the people. Sir, what- 
ever this House may do, the people of the United 
States will never tolerate such injustice. 

‘The question being on Mr. Bocock’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, suggested that the 
amendment should be withdrawn. 

Mr. GARNETT. I think itis a proper amend- 
ment, and [ hope it will not be withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
does not withdraw the amendment, the committee 
will have to break up for want of a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know 
that that is a good reason. If there is not a 
quorum present, the committee should not do 
business. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to amend the ori- 
ginal text by striking out ** $100,000,”’ and insert- 
ing ** $300,000.’ My colleague from the Acco- 
mac district [Mr. Garnett] has adverted to the 
fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
FLorence] and myself, representing naval dis- 
tricts, perhaps know something more upon this 
subject than he himself does. 1} do not think it 
strange that, coming, as we do, from naval dis- 
tricts, we should be somewhat more familiar with 
these subjects than gentlemen from the interior; 

_and I should be unmindful, not only of any local 
| interests confided to my care, but of my duty to 
| the House, if I failed to guard them against any 
| misapprehension into which there is danger of 
| their falling. I do not see why a comparison 
_ should be sought to be made between present ex- 
penditures and the expenditures of Ma. Fillmore’s 
administration. To be sure, the expenses of the 
, Government have increased since that time, and 
we aN know the reason why. There would be 
almost as much propriety in comparing the naval 
| expenditures of the present day with the naval 


other two, Smith and Hunter, divided the emol- || expenditures of General Washington’s time. 


uments. 

I do not know what the gentleman means by | 
frauds; but it seems to me that when an officer 
of the Government, high or low, President or sub- 
ordinate, sits by and hears that the emoluments 
of a sinecure office—the emoluments, existence, 
and duties of which are all at his discretion—are 
to be divided between mere politicians; knows the 

arties personally; knows that the coal agent 
oe in Reading, where the duties of the office are 
not to be performed; that none of the parties are 
fit for the place, or could discharge its duties; and 
that the whole arrangement was a mere division 
of public money among partisans; to such trans- 
action, if the word ‘ fraud”’ is not to be applied, || 


I do not know to what it is tobe applied. When || 


Since Mr. Fillmore’s time, we have added about 
thirty ships to the Navy, and the greater part of 
these ~— have been added within the last three 
years. e have added a thousand men to the 
Navy within the last two years. We have in- 


|| creased the service by these men and these ships, 


and we have increased the demand for the neces- 
sary money to support them. 

Sir, we have now afloat one of the largest ex- 
peditions this country has ever sent abroad. That 
expedition was sent abroad on the motion of a 
gentleman on the Opposition side of the House, 
wdo caused therules to be suspended for the pur- 
pose of originelthe this Paraguay expedition. And 
though my colleague, [Mr. Garnerrt,]} 1 know, 
voted against it, yet he should remember that I 


Supposed that fifty thousand tons will be required such transactions are officially brought to my || voted against it also; and if my colleague by his 
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reference to the fact that I represent a naval dis- | 


trict, meant to imply that perhaps my vote was 
in some degree controlled by the necessities or 
interests of the people | represent, I can only re- 
mind him that although the sending of that ex- 
pedition would necessarily increase the naval 
expenditures, yet I voted against it, because I did 
not think that for general reasons, it was justifi- 
able at the time it was sent, or perhaps at any 
other time. The gentleman talks about the ex- 
penses of Mr. Fillmore’s administration. Do we 
not know that much the largest amount of this 
appropriation for construction, equipment, and 
repair, is expended in the payment of mechanics | 
and laborers, and do we not know that during the | 


| 
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man from the first district in Pennsylvania if the navy-yard 
had not been in his district? I fear he would hardly have 
been able to get the certificate, to say nothing of his chances 
for a legal election. Why, sir, [am told there are scores, 
if not hundreds, of men nominally employed in these navy- 
yards who never go there at all, except on pay-day. The 
ouly service they render is on election days, when they per- 
form the duties of shoulder- hitters, and engage in such other 
amusements as the exigencies of the party require. This, I 
have no doubt, is the explanation of the increased expend- 
itures of which the gentleman from Virginia complains. 
They have increased as the exigencies and necessities of 
the party have increased ; and it ic to these expenditures 
that the party owes its success. That gentleman and his 


| party are now enjoying the power and patronage which these 


last five years the wages of labor have increased || 


at all the navy-yards in the country? We know 
the fact that the wages of the mechanics and la- 
borers at al! the navy-yards of the country have 
increased, and justly and necessarily increased, 
Will any man say they ought not to have in- 
creased? Has there not been such an increase in 
the cost of living as to make this increase neces- 
sary everywhere? And when | recollect the great 
demands made upon the public purse by the ori- 
ginating of these expeditions, and by these in- 
creased expenditures, I can only express my sur- 
prise that the amount is so slightly increased 
above the appropriation of Jast year. Last year 
the appropriation for this item was $2,850,000, 
and now the gentleman from Ohio proposes to 
restrict the appropriation to only $1,900,000. It 
has been upwards of two millign dollars for many 
years past, aud yet the gentleman, with these in- 
creased charges and expenses, actually proposes 
to reduce the amount, and to separate the items 
of expenditure, and appropriate specific amounts 
for the purchase of coal, for the purchase of hemp, 
&c., as if it were possible for any human fore- 


sight to anticipate the necessity that may here- | 


after arise in reference to these articles. 
Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I move to amend the ori- 
ginal text, by striking out the word * one,”’ and 
inserting **two’’ in lieu thereof. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia remarked, that the largest portion of this 


expenditures in the free States have secured, and without | 


which it would have suffered an overwhelming and igno- 
minious defeat. 
only thing that was left for them to do, and have achieved 
sticcess for the gentleman and his party; and I submit to him 
whether he is rendering a proper return for such signal ser- 


vices.”’ 


Now, I take this occasion, because itisa proper 


/ one, and because this is the proper place, at least 


| cerned. 


so far as I am concerned, to throw the imputa- || 


tions back in the teeth of those who utter them, 
so far as constituents of mine, at least, are con- 
Why, sir, the other day, while I was 
accidentally absent far a few minutes from the 


committee, (if I had been here I should have con- | 


tradicted the statement at the time,) the charge 


| was made that there was employed in the navy- 


appropriauion is for the payment of laborers. | 


There has been a reduction in almost every De- 

partment of the Government where labor is most | 
paid for. I have heard no exception taken to the 
number of persons employed in the different De- 
vartments of the Government. No evidence has 
ae furnished to the House that the entire force 
employed is not required. Ll ask gentlemen, in 
all seriousness and fairness,do they mean by the 
reduction of this amount reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to require that, if 
these repairs are to be made, there shall be a re- 
duction of the pay of the laborers? That is the 
practical question which presents itself now to the 
Judgment and consideration of every man here. 
I take this occasion to declare here, that 1 will 


protest against any reduction whatever in the | 


small pittance paid to the mechanics and laborers 
in the employ of the Government, Let us begin 
at the head. Let the pay of the naval officers be 
first reduced, if any reduction is to take place, 
though | w@uld not have that done, for, in my 
judgment, they are inadequately paid. Let the 
pay of those whose compensation is twenty umes 
as much as that of the workingmen be reduced. 
1 tell gentlemen here, that if these reductions are | 
to be made in the pay of the mechanics and la- 
borers in the navy-yards of the country, in the | 
arsenals of the country, and everywhere under 
the employ of Government, the workingmen, the 
bone and sinew of the country, will hold the 
man who votes for such a measure to & strict ac- | 
countability, and he ought to be held responsible 
for such a departure from justice and right. I am 
sorry to know that the workingmen of the coun- 
try are not a class which seems to be much thought | 
of here. What harm is it if, in the exercise of an | 
independent opinion, the workingmen choose to 
prefer their frends in an election? Yet, for that | 
offense, on this floor they are charged with being | 
shdulder-hitters and bailot-box stuffers. 
The gentleman from Ohio, [M¥. Stanton,] to | 
whom I have referred, said, as I find it reported | 
inthe debates in the Congressional Globe: | 
* What would bave been the fate of une facetious gentile- 


| subject. 


yard at Philadelphia, just upon the eve of an elec- 


tion, a larger force than was necessary for the | 


work being done there. 
to submit here, that gentlemen may read it, a tabu- 
lar statement, prepared by the officers of the yard, 


showing the period of time that these persons || 
were employed, and showing that there were ab- | 
| solutely more persons employed after the election | 


than previous to it. Now, sir, | take occasion to 
say that when I can get a mechanic or laborer, or 
any operative, work in the navy-yards, or any- 
where else, | will do it. If the public interests 
require that a hundred men shall be employed, I 
will not only go for employing a hundred men, 


but I will get ina hundred and one,if I can. Now, | 


sir, [ submit this tabular statement for the pur- 


pose of having it printed as a part of my speech. | 


{Here the hammer fell. ] « 
Mr. KELSEY. I object to that. It is out of 


order to print speeches that are not delivered, and 
1 object especially to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania doing it, because his contested election 
has got to be settled by the next House of Rep- 
resentatives, and not by this. 

Laughter, and cries of ‘* Order !’’ 

Mr. FLORENCE. | tell the gentleman from 
New York that there is no contested election in 
my district, not a word of testimony has ever 
been taken there upon any contest, and I assert 
that, upon no legal authority, can my election be 
contested. 

[Cries of ** Order !’’] 

Mr. KELSEY. I merely spoke upon news- 
paper authority that there was to be such a con- 
test,and suggested that the next House would be 
the judge. 

Mr. FLORENCE, Well, sir, I repeat that, ‘as 


not a word of testimony has ever been taken, and | 


if the next House intend to turn me out of my 
seat, in violation of right, justice, and of law, let 
them try it. That is all | have to say upon the 
{** Order !’?] 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentlemanfrom Penn- 


| sylvania is out of order. * 


' will pardon me, because the gentleman has been | 


Mr. FLORENCE. Well, sir, I trust the House 


_ exceedingly indecorous in his remarks, which | 
' could not allow to go without response. |Laugh- 


ter.} The gist of the charges is contained in the 


following paragraph, published in the newspa- 


pers: 

“ The six hundred and fifty workmen removed from the 
navy-yard at Philadelphia, since the election, may now 
realize how much Lecompton promises are worth. They 
were retained just long enough to be used for their votes, 


| and discharged as soon as this duty was performed. A 


more infamous prostitution of patronage and of honor was 
never heard of, not even in those days when offices were 
thrust upon men on the mere expectation of obtaining their 
support for the Executive.” 


Here is a direct charge that six hundred and 
fifty men were employed in the Philadelphia navy- 
yard, merely to secure their votes at the October 
election for certain candidates, and were dismissed 
as soon as their ballots were deposited. If this 
charge were true, denunciation of those who con- 


trolled the yard would be just ; but if it is proved 


OBE, 


His friends in the free States have done the | 


I shall take this occasion | 


___ February 25, 


_ be Spanien wrote it and published it 
|| deserve to be held up to public scor : 
| falsifiers and ealeresee ee 
| Figures, it is said, will not lie; and as they are 
arguments easily understood, | propose sino 
them pretty extensively in elucidating this sub. 
ject. 1 therefore append tabular statements of 
the number of men employed in the different de- 
| partments of the navy-yard, together with the 
amount and kind of work done, from the Ist 
| of September up to the 26th of November, 


\| Carpenters’ department. 
From the Ist to the 15th of September,........,900 mer 
n 


day 
185s; 


} 
1] 16th 30th ‘ cocces cee ME Mi 
Sawyers—lIsttol5th * eiecvsvees M6. 6 
16th to 30th = Coccvccese Wb 
Borers—Ist to 15th + eecccevees OF Kh 
16th to 30th ” RG Secenn ca 50 « 
| From the Ist to the 15th of October...... oe D4 6 
1} 16th “* 3ist $6 eocccc eee sa fb 
| Sawyers—lst to loth sé (hisesecsa eM 
16th to Mst 6c panna cy ae 
Borers—Ist to 15th 66 seeceseess SD 
| From the Ist to the 15th of November..........399 « 
16th ** 26th % cece seres.d2 6 
Sawyers—Ist to 15th ‘ tree teeees BU KS 
16th to 26th sé evesicevece GT 
,, Working on Lancaster, Congress, Chapin, docks, and 
| City of Richmond. 
H Spar department. 
|| 1st half month of September... ..cececceee cesses I8 men, 
1; Qa * ad eoce ceccecesecccccesesl® fs 
Ist * ss ERORODOE. - nccvetdsncsnsnwens scant 
ima - 6 Porc cecvccecenes cece eld 
Ist * “ BOTUI SS oe snes ovteencaesye coe 


es % é sveteeweandeeters Dh M4 
The work on hand during this period was— 
New set of masts and spars for frigate Congress. 
‘ oe 


és . steamer Lancaster. 

" - - new sloop No. 1. 

“ “ it “ “ No. 2, 

66 se ‘ec propeller M. W. Chapin. 
and repairs for propeller 


\| ‘“ “ ‘“ 
City of Richmond. 

Painters’ department. 

fT OAS GR OO SN «nia cack ease ceeneaontnss 

|| October Ist to 30th....... a) 8 
November Ist to 26th...... couedl & 

| | Work done: Painting frigate Congress, sloop Lancaster, 

deck sections, steamer Chapin, Sloop No. 1, City of Rich 

mond, and various shops and buildings. 


Joiners’ department. 


September Ist to I5th.......ccce0 cceccecccecceell7 men. 
€ TGth tO the. Dth. .... cesccescceccscccslad 
October Ist to the 15th... 0008 csccccsscccccsesc 148 & 
S BERS iisestin Siscsdivicocsemenl® 
November Ist to the 15th......cecccccceevcesessl45 & 
= AUNT TO Bi esncacspavennaccenecascial © 
Working on Lancaster, Congress, Chapin, two sloops, 
plumbing shop, gun-carriage shop, and repairs to buildings 
in yard, and City of Richmond. 


-20 men. 


Fee eee wee rae eee nes 


Core eee ween erent 


Caulkers’ department. 
| September Ist to the J5th..... cceeceeceecees oes (43 men 
« L5th to the BON... ..eeeesceccceee ove lll * 


| MPtOr BNL EO MDA LOIN, 2... sncine <nape 10n0 annanntangee 
peek BOUT GO UNS DIRE. coe cccensecesevcsveneans 
| November Ist to the 15th......sesseeesenseeesees 39 & 
i 15th to the 26th...... sesicevess OO “ 
Caulking Lancaster, Sloop No. 1, City of Richmond, 
Princeton, Chapin, scows, and docks. 
Block department. 


From September Ist to the 15th......seeeeeee eeee+12 men 
“ 6 15th to the 30th...... 


Oe CROTIUSY THE OP URS BAAR... csc cee ccnces 
“ “ 





fuasouee 
15th to the Slat.....ccecscccceccseeld “ 
66 November Ist to the J5th......ccccesseeeeesl6 
s P 15th 20. thO DEA... scensczesespasede “ 
Working on Lancaster, Propeller No. 1, Chapin, blocks 
for yard use, and Congress. 
Blacksmiths’ department. 


| 
| 
From September Ist to 15th.......... e000 oeeees 100 men 





” = 16th to 30th.... Kec © 


66: Q@aqpnbior: Oat to Gbtha. boc ieee vs cecsvie ices AS 
“ oe 


eee en ee eeee 


i 00 BIE isu ntes tke conasesuns tee * 


* November Ist to 15th...... RGR, OB 


" “s 16th to 26th...... 166 “ 


eee ee 


Working on Lancaster, Congress, the two sloops, Cliapi®, 
docks, machinery, yard purposes, &c. 


Plumbers’ department. 
From September Ist to November 26th......... ...20 men. 
Working on Lancaster, Congress, Chapin, City of Ric! 
mone, nn machine, hydraulic engine-house, and repails 
of yard. 
Boat-builders’ department. 


From September Ist to November 96th..........-10 men 
Working on Lancaster, City of Richmond, Chapin, U0" 
gress, light-house vessels, steamer Walker, &c. 


Laborers’ department. 


September Ist to the 15th ........ceeeeeeeg ee eee S78 meM 
fe 1Gth to the BUN... cc. ceeeeesceee ee endl a 


October Ist to the 15th.......cscesscceeessceeeee G10 
PE In cna os Some aboeannd wad Tae 


“ 
“ 


| November Ist to the 26th. ........ .ceeeeees ene ne 460 
| At work on Lancaster, getting ready for launching, &¢., 
| Congress, Chapin, Docks, Propeller No. 1 and No.2. _ 
Storing timber, discharging timber from vessels, {rom 
contractors, and attentiing on all departments in the yard. 
Likewise attending on saw-pits for sawyers. Also, 0" 
anchor hoys and dredging machine. 
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| statement now; and [ am prepared to prove it from || and he did not mention it to the President. This 
rable phe total number of men employed in the yard, on Septem- | the record. What, then, does the gentleman from | was an agency merely. If the President under- 
per 15, WASssseeeereeseeerseeer cere sersegeeceeesst 250 || Ohio do? He comes forward and says that men | stood thattwo gentlemen were to have this agency 

y are Octowe Ragnayeevoeeinesee neers senmrnie Sis Serena swore they could deliver coal at the yard for | and to divide the profits of it, how would the 

using RE occ wes aanes cance seseeeeseees],520 || $3 20, at the same time the Government was pay- thing stand? Mr. Springer, the agent appointed 

sub- The work done, was: ing $3 85. True, sir, they did swear it; butifany | by Mr. Fillmore, who cesided in Philadelphia, 
ts of Finishing and launching the Lancaster, man will take that testimony and read it, and tell | stated that it ary me some two or three persons 
it de- Refitting frigate Congress, me that he believes they would have actually de- | to perform the duties of that agency. The last 

h the Repairing emnitene names vessels, livered coal of the quality necessary for the Gov- | agent, Mr. Tyson, actually had a partner in the 

t day Se saenae Onaga,” ernment to use, then I willsay that this testimony | duties and the profits of the agency. A mere 

185s: e7.500 feet of live-oak was piled and stored, has had a very different effect on his mind from | agency, which two or three men can fill, it is not 

436,000 feet of timber and lumber was discharged from |) what it has on mine. One gentleman who testi- | an office which only one man can hold. If Gen- 
a vessels and storede-furnished by contractors; besides || fied that he could deliver it for $3 30, tells us that | eral Springer is right, 1 takes two or three men 
n alarge quantity of futlocks, floors, knees, and spar tim- . . . . 

ee ber, | he never saw this coal; and atthe same time itis | to perform the duues of the office. What is there 

“ Dredging and dock. in proof by other witnesses that he was selling | wrong in those two or three men, located at dif- 

} Remarks. his coal, of a probably inferior quality, at from | ferent points, one performingone part of the du- 

Se At no time have two thousand men been employed in || three dollars and sixty-five cents, to three dollars | ties, and another another, dividing the profits of 

i 0 the yard. ‘The difference between the highest number of || ang seventy-five cents. That is in proof. the agency, in order to compensate themselves for 

» « men employed and the number now engaged is exactly two The-sentteman fr Re iis ee : ee aren oie Sain : 

sg dred. [tis the rule never to employ more men than are 1e gentleman from Ohio says that we, on our | the discharge of their respective portion of those 

te necessary to do the work of the y@ird, and this rule hasbeen | part, seem disposed, by the resolution we have || duties? All we complain of is, that they did not 

) rigidly adhered to. submitted here, to make a scape-goat of poor | perform their duties, Yet, sir, the company, to 

Mes These figures are correct in every particular, || Hunter, while we allow other men, high in office, | which they intrusted the matter supplied the 

: . and they prove clearly that the charges made by || to go acquitted. Yes, sir, the evidence acquits || Government with a better quality of coal than it 

bs those who have such a great antipathy to the || others. All we, on our side of the committee, |, had been supplied with before. 

» and prosperity of our city, are entirely without found- | have done has been to plant ourselves upon the Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. To bring the mat- 
ation. The number of menemployed in the Phil- evidence. The evidence, however, in its proper | ter toa point, | wish to know of the gentleman 
adelphia navy-yard is less than are employed at || construction, does not seem to suit the views || from Virginia, whether the President of the Uni- 

men, Brooklyn, Norfolk, and many other Government || of the gentleman from Ohio. ‘That gentleman, |; ted States did not know that these parties, Dr. 

| : establishments; and yet, I presume, all will admit |, doubtless, in all this matter, failing to find acharge |! Hunterand Mr. Smith and Mr. Getz—thatWr. 
that our mechanics and laborers are as competent || legitimately resulting from theevidence that would | Getz was an acting editor in Reading, that Mr. 
| to build and repair ships, and are as deserving of || suit his party feelings, his prejudices, and his | Smith was an omnibus man, and that Dr. Hunter 

: employment as any in the country. Why, inthe | antipathies, seems determined to strike a blow at || was a practicing physician, and that neither of 
face of these conceded facts, are persons contin- || his party opponents, at all hazards. Now, sir, || them was connected with the coakbusiness? 
uflly endeavoring to keep work from our shops, | what is the proof? I know there was a man who Mr. BOCOCK. Dr. Hunter was most strongly 
vessels from our docks, and wages from our hon- |, testified before the committee that he told the |) recommended; the recommendations in his favor 
estand poor workingmen? Such conduct is not | President of the United States this matter had been || are very strong. He had been connected with 

«a only inexcusable, but is despicably mean, and settled, and that the profits were to be dividgd | the iron business; and men in the iron business 
should meet with the most decided condemnation. |, between two or three parties. ought to be acquainted, more or less, with the 

There was employed at the Philadelphia navy- Mr. KELSEY. I rise to a question of order. || qualities of coal. What I deny is, that the Presi- 
men. yard, on the vi November, a month and a || I dislike very much to interrupt the gentleman in || dentdid understand that Getz was to be connected 
iu half after the ele on, one thousand five hundred || any course of remark he may see fit to pursue; |) with this matter. Getz himself testified that he 

. and twenty men. Assuming that each one of these || but if we are to pass these appropriation bills at || did not mention the matter to the President, nor 
Rich’ mechanics and laborers supports, directly or indi- all, the rules must be enforced, and gentlemen did the President mention the matter tohim. The 
- rectly, four other persons, women and children, | confined in the remarks that they make to the |) Presidentstated toGetzthat Glancy Jones wanted 
or the aged®and helpless, and we have a popula- | amendment under consideration. | him to appoint Getz, but that Dr. Hunter lived 

— tion sustained in comfort by this establishment, || Mr. BOCOCK. Yes, Mr. Chairman, that is | in Reading, and that he came powerfully recom- 

« of six thousand and eighty souls. the kind of fairness the gentleman evinces. A || mended, and that he must appoint him. 

a Do these Republican gentlemen and their allies | magnanimous man would have made the pointof | Here the hammer fell. ]} 

a desire to deprive this great number of people, or | order on the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Suer- The amendment to the amendment was re- 

 « any number, of the means of subsistence? It || MAN,]on his own side, who made the charge; and || jected. 

loops, would be hard to believe that they did, and yet || not, having waited till the charge had been made, Mr.GARNETT. Irise to move an amendment 

dings such is the inference to be drawn from their sin- || then made the point on me, while answering it. || in good faith. I move to strike out $3,100,000. 

gular conduct. Mr. KELSEY. I say to the gentleman from | Objection is made to my referring, as a standard 

The officers in charge of the yard are men of | Virginia, that I did not hear the charge made by |, of comparison, to one year of Mr. Fillmore’s ad- 
‘men the very highest professional and personal char- | the gentleman from Ohio. If I had, I should cer- || ministration. I did not do so as an advocate of 

a acter, and command the respect of all who enjoy || tainly have made the question of order on him. | Mr. Fillmore’s administration, I have been in 
a their acquaintance. Commodore Stewart’s fame || Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I hope the gentle- || the habit of considering that it was an extrava- 
i. is a part of the history of the country, and forms || man from Virginia will be allowed to proceed. | gant Administration, and that the appropriations 
22 one of the brightest pages in it; while Comman- || Mr. KELSEY. I only desired to call atiention || under it would be large enough for anybody. I 
aa der Carr is known to all the Navy as a gallant | to the way in which the time of the House has |, will now go to our own Democratic Administra- 
officer and a polished gentleman. Altogether—in | been consumed. 1 withdraw my ojection. || tion, the model administration of Mr. Polk, of 

se the character of its officers, in the skill of its me- || The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that, || Tennessee, which will commend itself, I think, 
ts chanics, in the industry of its laborers, in the | if the committee expect to get this bill through at || to members upon this side of the House. I find 

«“ excellence of its productions, and in its general | all, it is necessary for gentlemen to confine them- || that in the last year of Mr. Polk’s administra- 

. appearance—the navy-yard is an honor to Phila- | selves within the rule. The rule is, that debate || tion, the amount appropriated for this item was 

A adelphia, and a credit to our country. having been closed, five minutes shall be allowed | $1,436,000. I find, in the first year of his admin- 

locks I will take, when the occasion offers, an oppor- | to any gentleman moving an amendment, to ex- || istration, the amount appropriated for this item 

tunity to refer further to this subject. plain his amendment; and five minutes to any || was $1,050,000. I will not take either of those 

Mr. BOCOCK. I rise to oppose the amend- | gentleman who shall get the floor to oppose the || amounts; but I will take the amount appropriated 
men. ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and to | amendment. ‘The Chair would admonish gentle- || during the very height of the Mexican war, when 

“ take occasion to make a statement or two in re- || men to confine themselyes to the rule. | the Gulf of Mexico, that gulf which we are told 

e lation to some remarks submitted by the gentle- Mr. BOCOCK. I Will endeaver so to do. I || is to be American, was dotted with transports and 

i man from Ohio, over the way, [Mr. Suerman,] | want, however, to make a single statement further || steamers of every kind; when our naval force had 

és the last time he was upon the floor. The gentle- | in reply to the gentleman from Ohio. I stated || not only to watch the coast, but transport our 

— man from Ohio, in his first,speech in relation to | that there were witnesses testifying that several || armies as well; when our navy-yards and shoos 
this matter, stated that there had been frauds com- persons applied for the coal ggency, and that an || of every kind were working with their full force. 
mitted in relation to the agency for the purchase || agreement was made that, while one should have || ‘The amount then appropriated was $2,500,000. 
men. ofeoal. I denied that any great fraud had been the appointment, three of them should divide the || That is a good Democratic reference. My mo- 
~ practiced upon the Government in the purchase | profits. No witness, however, testified that this || tion, then, Is to strike out the appropriation of 

pal of anthracite coal recently. ‘I'he gentleman from | arrangement was made known to the Secretary || this bill, and insert in lieu of it $2,500,000. I 
Vhio, over the way, [Mr. Snerman,] has trav- || of the Navy. There was one of them who said || hope my amendment will prevail; and especially 

_ F eled out of his way to introduce matters here | that he told the President that the matter had | | invoke the aid of those gentlemen who, this 
Con- = Which,in my judgment, do not bearupon the ques- || been settled, and that the emoluments of the office | morning, were willing to vote to increase the bur- 
» ‘ton under consideration at aM; and has given a || were to be divided amongst the three parties. | dens and taxes of the people sooner than revise 

view to the testimony taken by the committee on || When questioned by me, however, whether he | the expenditures. 
men. |  haval contracts, which I think is not a just or fair | had mentioned to the President about the division | Mr. MORSE, of Maine. When the gentleman 

. F one; and it is to put this matter right that | rise | of the emoluments, he replied that he had not. | from Ohio first proposed his amendment, cutting 

«“ = ow to oppose the amendment of the gentleman || When questioned by me, whether the President | down the amount proposed by the Committee of 

« > ‘trom Pennsylvania. | had mentioned it to him, he said no; but that the || Ways and Means for repairs, equipment, arma- 

ke., bs I stated, when I was up before, that coal had || President understood the emoluments of the office || ment, &c., of owr entire Navy, from over three 

from | Deen bought, not only for the domestic consump- || were to be divided; the fair inference from the || million to less than two million dollars, I thought 

ard. uon of our navy-yards, but for the use of our for- | testimony is that he merely inferred from the na- he was applying the pruning-knife too freely; and 

0, on “ign stations, at a lower price during the year || ture of the conversation that the President under- I still think the sum he proposes insufficient to 
| 


1898 than for many years before. I rate that || stood it. The President did not mention it to him || meet the actual wants of the service, even if prop- 
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erly expended. But when I consider the leading 
reasons urged in favor of the highest sum by the 
chairman of the Ways and Means, and others, 
I am driven to the conclusion that we ought to 
limit the amount to the very lowest sum which 
will enable that branch of service to be kept up, 
and perform its necessary duties in ime of peace. 
The dangers of war are dwelt upon and urged as 
a sufficient reason for keeping a large force in 
commission. We are told that dangers threaten 
us in the gulf of Mexico, and of the necessity of 
controlling the waters of that gulf at all hazards; 
and that things are unsettled in Central and South 
America, and « large foree may be required in 
those waters also. Iam unwilling to trust the 
present nase aaaen with the slightest power 
to use the naval foPke of the country at its dis- 
cretion. We are now having a most striking ex- 
ample of Executive e@ftrol of the Navy in that 
miserable farce and stupendous humbug, the Para- 
guay expedition, the wildest scheme of folly and 
madness ever conceived and attempted to be ex- 
ecuted by any former Administrauon. A reso- 
lution was passed through this and the other 
branch of Congress, at the last session, giving 
the President the power to make war against 
Paraguay, if he thought it advisable to do so, to 
avenge some fancied insult or grievance to our 
coumry orcitizens. How such a resolution ever 
found its way through a Congress of sane men, 
was always a mystery to me; and I am thankful 
that I resisted tt, and voted against it. 

That expedition consisted of a nondescript fleet 
ef about twenty sail of vessels, sent far towards 
the southern end of this continent, and nearly a 
thousand miles up the La Plata and Paraguay 
rivers, against an interior and diminutive repub- 
lic, occupying aterritory smaller than that within 
the limits of one of the several of the States of this 
Union, and with a population smaller than most 
of them, it being estimated at less than four hun- 
dred thousand square miles. For what was this 

reat armada, fitted out atenormous expense, sent 
for thousands of miles over the sea to war against 
a small, and almost helpless, republic? Was 
it to chastise her for fancied wrongs, to act as 
prosecuting attorney for the collection of a prob- 
ably trumped up claim of private adventurers, of 
but few thousand dollars in amount, and at an 
expense of eight or ten million dollars? or for 
what known and specified purpose was it sent? 
Can any gentleman here, or elsewhere, inform 
me? It was certainly not to protect the honor or 
interest of our country; for neither were attacked 
or imperiled by that infant State in that far off 
region. When the slight collision took place be- 
tween the Water Witch and the fort, our boat 
was not in the known and used channel of the 
river, but in water claimed and controlled by 
Paraguay alone, where she persisted in going 
contrary to frequent warnings against her de- 
parture from the acknowledged channel of the 
river. It was not to protect any known and 
clearly violated right of American citizens; for 
we have no certainty even yét that there was an 
encroachmerft, or au intended encroachment, on 
the nghts of any American citizen. We sent 
our fleet there in hot haste, on the ex parte, one- 
sided statement of interested and strongly preju- 
diced parties, and that, too, without any earnest 
attempt to restore amicable relations by negotia- 
uon; aod we have, 1 fear, brought upon ourselves 
the ridicule of all sensible men, and dishonor to 
the nation. 

The President is now before Congress in a 
message, lately sent in, begging for a like unre- 
strained power to act on Central America and 
Mexico. Sir, before 1 would let him further be- 
foo! and stultify the nation with his small tricks 
of petufogging statesmanship, | would let every 
ship in the Navy rot at our wharves and docks. 
We have had quite enough of his doings in that 
line, and | would not give hima single dollar for 
any such purpose. For protecting the honor of 
the country, and for all the various purposes for 
which ships-of-war are desirable and proper, | 
would open the Treasury witha liberal hand; but 
to place them under the control of the Executive, 
with the war power in his hands, in a time of pro- 
found peace, to rove along the goast of Central 
America, and the whole continent south of us, 
and lording it over feeble Powers, and probably 
to get up wars of conquestand annexation, I will 
not vote him a single farthing. Se much for the 
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' we will become exhausted. 


_ Jewett, Kilgore, Jacob M. Kunkel, John C. Kunkel, Law- 


| 


| 


war argument, which I regret, has been intro- 


duced into this debate, for it is out of place, and || 


quite unnecessary, though the practice is very 
common on the most trivial occasions. Changing 
and enlarging as our Navy constantly is, by the | 
substitution of war steamers for sailing vessels, 
and the increase of numbers, [ do not think that 
the amount proposed by the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio, will be sufficient for repair, 
equipment, armament, &c., for the ensuing year, 
even if pone? and economically used. But, 
with the ambitious views cherished by those who 
now control our national policy, the supplies had 
better be limited to the smallest amount that will 
possibly answer, than to be given freely. The 
amount will keep vessels enough in commission 
to be atthe disposal of such an Executive, and 
the Navy Department had better go on under its 
restriction, until the restraint of reformatory laws 
can be thrown around the navy-yards and all that 
appertains to that Department, and the aggressive 
policy of the Administration becomes moderated | 
a little. 

Mr.SEWARD. As it is evident we will have 
to hold a night session, I propose, with a view of 
having a recess, that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I have this sug- 
gestion to make to the committee. There is a 
necessity for a night session for business. The 
only question is, whether we shall go on and have 
a continuous night session, or whether We shall , 
take a recess and return again? 

Several Members. Let us have a recess. 

Mr. SEWARD. If we goon an hour longer, 
I think it is better 
for us to take a recess and come back and do busi- 
negs. 5 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative. 

The question being on Mr. Garnert’s amend- 
ment, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burrinton 
and Sewarp were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 94, nays 18. 

No quorum voting, the roll was called, and*the 
following gentlemen failed to answer to their | 
names: 

Messrs. Abbott, Bennett, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bonham, 
Boyce, Branch, Brayton, Bryan, Burlingame, Burroughs, 
Caruthers, Cavanaugh, Chapman, John B. Clark, Clawson, 
Clemens, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Comins, Corning, Cox, 
Cragin, Curtis, Damrell, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, 
Dewart, Dick, Dimmick, Edie, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng- 
ligh, Eustis, Fenton, Foley, Gillis, Goodwin, Greenwood, 
Grover, Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harris, Hick- 
man, Hill, Hoard, Jewett, Kellogg, Kilgore, John C. Kun- 
kel, Landy. Lawrence, Leach, Maclay, McKibbin, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Miller, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Oliver A. Morse, Niblack, Pendleton, Pettit, Powell, 
Reilly, Rieaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Russell, Scott, Searing, 
Shorter, Sickles, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Ste- 
venson, George ‘Taylor, Thayer, Trippe, Walbridge, Wal- 
ton, Ward, Warren, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wood, 
Woodson, Augustus R. Wright, and Zollicoffer. 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
Jones, of Tennessee, Teported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the Navy appropriation bill, and find- 
ing itself without a quorum, had directed the roll 
to be called, and the names of the absentees to be 
reported, 

One hundred and forty-three members having 
answered to their names, fle committee resumed 
its session. 

Mr. KEITT. Is it in order to move that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms be sent for the absent members ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

The tellers resumed their places. 


The committee divided; and the tellers reported | 


—ayes 72, noes 24. 
No quorum voting, the roll was called and the 

following gentlemen failed to answer to their 

names: 


Messrs. Abbott, Barr, Bennett, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bonham, Boyce, Bryan, Burroughs, Caruthers, 
Case, Cavanaugh, Chapman, Jobn B. Clark, Clawson, 
Clemens, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Cockerill, 
Cotiax, Corning, Cox, Cragin, James Craig, Burton Craige, 
Crawford, Curtis, Damretl, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dewart, Dick, Dimmick, Durtee, 
Edie, Edmundson, Etliott, English, Eustis, Fenton, Gillis, 
Goodwin, Greenwood, Grover, Lawrence W. Hall, Robert 
B. Hall, Harris, Hawkins, Hill, Hoard, Horton, Hughes, | 


a 


rence, Leach, Maclay, McKibbin, Humphrey Marshall, 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Oliver A. Morse, Niblack, Pendle- | 
ton, Pettit, Pike, Powell, Purviance, Reilly, Ricaud, Ritchie, | 


‘| Robbins, Russell, Scott, Searing, Shorter, Sickles, William | 
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Smith, Stephens, George Taylor, Thayer, Tri Vv 
digham, Walbridge, Waiton,-Ward, Warren, da Wan: 


| burn, Watkins, White, Whiteley, Wood, Woodson in. 


gustus R. Wright, and Zollicoffer. 


The Speaker resumed the chair, and Mr. Joyrs 
of Tennessee, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the Union generally, and particy. 
larly the Navy appropriation bill, and finding itself 
without a quorum, had caused the roll to be called, 


and the names of the absentees to be reported, 


During the call, 

Mr. HILL stated that he wae within hearing o¢ 
the call and would have answered, but he thouch; 
it was a vote, and he had paired of with Mr. 
Mac iy on account of the sickness of the latter 
He also stated that his colleague, Mr. Trippy. 
had been compelled to leave the city on account 
of important business. 

One hundred and tirty-five gentlemen haying 
answered to their names the committee resumed 
its session. 

Mr. BLISS. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question was on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr, 
GakneEtT,] and the committee was dividing. The 


| Chair thinks thatthe motion is not in order while 


the committee is dividing. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Suppose we 
could not obtain a quorum on this vote: doves 
the Chair hold that the committee could not rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks pos, 
till the question is disposed of. A quorum of 
gentlemen have answered to their names; and 
gentlemen, for reasons satisfactory to them, will 
not vote, the Chair thinks the committee ought to 


| sit here till a quorum do vote. 


all the 


The tellers having resumed their places, and 


the committee having again divided, they report- 


ed—ayes 116, noes 7. 

So Mr. Garnerr’s amendm@&t was agreed to, 

Mr. BLISS. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. KELSEY. Is it in order to move that the 
committee take a recess until six o’cl6ck ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

The committee refused to rise. 

The question was then’ taken on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Bocockx to Mr. Suer- 
MAN’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. Suerman’s amendment was then agreed 
to. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Witha view of making 
arrangements fora night session, | move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. BURNETT. We had better go right 
ahead. 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. Let us go on 
till five o’clock. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I submit to the 
members of the committee, that it would be far 
better to remain here and finish the bill instead 
of taking a recess. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will withdraw my 
motion; but I hope we shall go on with the bill, 
and not have so many speeches. 


Mr. MORSE, of Maine. I offer the following 
amendment, to come at the end of the twenty- 
fourth line: 

For the enlargement of the quarters for the accommoda- 
tion of students at the United States Naval Schoo! at An- 
napolis, $50,000, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
that amendment is not in order. It has no rela- 
tion to the clause afte® which the gentleman pro- 
poses to insert it. 

Mr. MORSE, of Maine. 
cide it out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does. 

Mr. MORSE, of Maine. Will it be in order 
as an amendment to any portion of the bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know 


rovisions in the bill. If there is any pro- 


Does the Chair de- 


vision in the bill on the subject of that school, it 


may be in order when the committee reaches that 


part of the bill. 


| 
| 
i 
} 


| lowing purposes, namely: Frei 


Mr. GARNETT. I move to reduce the ap- 
propriation to $508,000 in the following paragraph 
of the bill: 

“ For contingent expenses that may accrue for the fol- 
it and transportation, print 
ing and stationery, advertising in newspapers, books, maps, 
models, and drawings, purchase and repair of fire-engins 

, repairs of and attending to steam-eng! 
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jn navy-yards, purchase and maintenance of horses and 
oxen, and driving teams, carts, timber wheels, and the pur- 
chase and repairs of workmen’s tools, postage of public | 
jetters, fuel, oil, and candles for navy-yards and shore sta- 
tions, pay of watchmen and incidental labor not chargeable 
to any other appropriation, transportation to and labor at- 
tending the delivery of provisions and stores on foreign sta- 
tions, wharfage, dockage, and rent, traveling expenses of 
officers and others under orders, funeral expenses, store 
and office rent, fuel, commissions and pay of clerks to navy 
agents and storeKeepers, flags, awnings, and packing boxes, 
premiums and other expenses of recruiting, apprehending 
deserters, per diem pay to persons attending courts-martial, 
courts of inquiry, and other services authorized by law, pay 
to jndges advocate, pilotage and towage of vessels, and as- 
sistance to vessels im distress, and for bills of health and 
quarantine expenses of vessels of the United States Navy || 
in foreign ports, $896,000: Provided, That the expenditures | 
under the foregoing appropriations shall be so accounted for | 
as to show the disbursements by each bureau, under each 
respective appropriation. ” | 


This, I find, is the amount appropriated during 
the last year of Mr. Polk’s administration. If | 
there be no objection to itgI will not detain the | 
committee with any remarks. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I hope that amend- | 

ment will not be adopted. It is, to me, most sin- 
gular that, when those who have charge of this 
particular branch of the public service, have, after 
carefully eXamining the subject, judging from the 
expenditures of the pastand from the service ex- | 
pected to be réquired for the future, estimated that | 
acertain amount of money will be required for 
the coming year, this House, without any reason 
being given for it, without a particle of informa- 
tion being in possession of the body as to the cost 
of a solitary item of expenditure, should under- 
take to cut down the amount estimated for by one 
third, one half, or two thirds, as the whim or 
caprice of the House may dictate. Let me give 
asingle illustration, and I have done. Suppose the 
agent you have employed to superintend your 
farm tells you that the service of twenty plows 
will be required for the next year, and you, with- 
out inquiring int@&he number of hands employed, | 
into the number of acres to be cultivated, or into 
any of the facts necessary to be known in order | 
to determine what is wanted, tell him that you 
will strike the number down toten: Lask you if, 
by that course, you will be likely to increase your 
crops, or have made an economical arrangement | 
by the reduction? That, Mr. Chairman, itseems 
to me, is exactly the conduct of gentlemen in this 
House who insist upon striking down the esti- 
mates for the appropriations, without being able 
to give a solitary reason for the reduction they 
propose. If there is anything wrong in the esti- 
mate, if the gentleman who moves this reduction 
is satisfied that it should be made, he ought to be 
able to furnish this House with some reason in 
support of his amendment. Sir, the reductions 
that are being made in the appropriations con- 
tained in this bill can have no other effect than to 
cripple the Navy, and render it incapable of per- 
forming the service which may be required of it. 
You might as well abolish the Navy altogether; 
you might as well abandon your Government al- 
together, as to refuse to supply means necessary 
for its support. 

The gentleman says he sees no prospect of war 
with any nation. Well, sir, perhaps the gentle- 
man has not examined the indications before us 
as a wise man should examine them. So far as 
I can draw any inference from the state of things 
which I now see existing in France and in Eng- 
land, warisinevitable. Sir, England has recently 
greatly increased her navy; she is, to-day, abso- | 
lutely manufacturing more arms than at any 
former period of her history. The same is true | 
of France, and of all Europe; and, when that war 
comes, no gentleman can tell what effect it may 

ave upon us, or what part it will become neces- 
sary for us to take in it. Sir, we know that a 
thunderbolt is now in the heavens; it must fall 
somewhere; and, whether it will strike us or 
others, we cannot tell. I think, therefore, that 
every dictate of wisdom, of prudence, and even 
decency, would require that we should make the 
*ppropriations necessary to maintain our Navy; | 
and [ hope, therefore, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will be voted down. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I move to amend the amend- | 
ment, by adding $100. I only do it for the pur- | 
pose of making a single observation. My friend | 
from Virginia [Mr. Garnett] bases his amend- || 
ment vane the expenditures cf the Government |, 
during Mr. Polk’s administration. If the gentle- || 


TH 


things have changed very much since that day. 


| Mr. Polle’s admjpistration. 


| increased. 
| not wish to occupy the time of the committee 


Money is not worth as much as it was during 


The expenses of the 
Government, and all our expenses, have largely 


I will give a single example, for I do 


long. The last Congress added one thousand five 


|| hundred men to the personnel of the Navy, and 


by your own action you have added very mate- 
rially to the list of naval officers, serving to swell, 
as every gentieman must see, the expenditures in 
this item alone, by a very large amount. In ad- 
dition to that, you will remember that the whole 
naval system has been radically changed since 
the administration of Mr. Polk. At that time 
there were but two or three steam vessels in the 
Navy. Now, it is composed almost entirely of 


' steam vessels, which necessarily involves a much 


larger expenditure for contingencies than sailing 
vessels. Every gentleman must see that the ex- 
penses necessary for maintaining the Navy at 
this day can be measured by no criterion extend- 
ing as far back as Mr. Polk’s administration. I 
will go as far as any gentleman upon this floor 
for retrenchment; but the whole efforts of this 
House seem to be directed against the Navy. Sir, 
there are land-rats, as wellas water-rats; and you 
will find a subjects to which the hand of re 
trenchment can be applied quite as well as to the 
Navy. In your War Department, except in time 
of war, the Army is always a peace establish- 
ment; but in the Navy, the articles of war govern 
every ship of war. Your Navy is always sup- 
posed to be in a state of war. Every ship must 
be in condition to be ready, ata moment’s notice, 
to enter upon hostilities for the protection of your 


| commerce, and of the honor of your country., | 


therefore say, that gentlemen who propose any 
diminution in these estimates, ought to be able to 


furnish this House with ample reasons, and good 


reasons, for such a proposition. 

Mr.GARNETT. y 
Carolina says, that there are land-rats as well as 
water-rats, and that retrenchment ought to be 
made elsewhere. I know that there are land-rats, 
and I know thatthere are Treasury-rats, and, with 
all respect to gentlemen, I sa 


great many of them in this House, and a great 


many in this Government; and the result will be, || by the President, to use the Navy at his pleasure. 


that there will be little left in the Treasury unless 
something is done to stop their depredations. He 
says that we ought to have reduced the Army 
appropriation, 

Mr. WINSLOW. 
all. 

Mr. GARNETT. We did reduce it $2,186,000, 


I did not allude to that at 


/as [ am informed by the clerk of the Committee 


of Ways and Means. The House will bear me 


The gentleman from North | 
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| will give us due warning. 


| the protection of French 


= = 


' and English subjects. 
The President does not complain of that. If they 
damage the interests, or do violence to the honor 


of this country, I feel assured that the President 
Lam perfectly willing 





/ to intrust the honor of this country in his hands; 


and, so faras I know, he has managed our affairs 
with England and France to the satisfaction of 
everybody. It will be time enough to make ready 


| for war when he calls upon us. The Navy does 


| ers, it is even contemptible. 


notstand on a war footing, as the gentleman from 
North Carolina said, nor was it ever so intended. 
For war with either of the great maritime Pow- 
It is but our peace 
police. No, sir; our true security for war is not 
in our scattered forts, or in these wooden walls 


|of the Navy. Itis in our i@blated position, afar 
from the entangling alliances and diplomatic com- 


plications of the other hennsphere; it is in-our love 
of justice, and the rightfulness of our cause; it is 
in the vast resources of our unparalleled commer- 
cial marine; our wonderful growth in numbers 
and wealth; in oyr citizen soldiery; and, above all, 
in the strong arms and brave hearts of a free and 
great people, ready in any emergency to strike 
suddenly and irresistibly in defense of their 
homes. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WINSLOW, by unanimous consent, agith- 
drew his amendment. , 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to add $1,000, so as 
make the appropriation the same that it was last 

ear. 
Mr. Chairman, I have long seen that the Navy to 
has become, in Mrs. Malaprop’s phrase, ‘ the 
favorite aversion’’ of the House of Representa- 
tives. I think that [ could account for it in some 
degree; but I will not attempt todo so. If we 
| could dispense with the Navy altogether, if we 

could dispense with the Army altogether, if we 
| could bring the nations of the earth into universal 
and perpetual concord and harmony, perhaps | 
would not object to such a millennial consumma- 
| tion as much as some gentlemen in this House. 


'| I do not understand tat this amount is asked for 


that we have a || 


| with ont reference to the employment of our na- 
tional ships in any predatory, or other expedi- 


|| tion, and no authority is here asked of Congress 


witness that 1 am ready to reduce in every branch | 
until I bring the expenditures down to the reve- | 


nues of the Government, for | am radically op- 
posed to making large appropriations; and in order 
to meet them, to Impose new taxes upon my 
people, I will furnish no revenue beyond what an 
economical administration of the Government will 
demand. If there is anywhere we can reduce it 
itis in this item of contingencies. The gentleman 
from Mississippi likens it to the case of a planter 
who has an overseer. Lask him, and every gentle- 
man who has occasion to transact business by an 
agent, if there are not frequently considerable ex- 
penditures which musf necessarily be intrusted to 
thatagent? What does the employerdo? Hesays 
emphatically to the agent, ‘* 1 cannot go through 
the detail; Sam obliged to give you a discretion 
as to this thing. Here is so much money, and 
you must not spendany more:”’ Theagent, under 
that system, comes down to the proper scale of 
expenditure. 


hen such an application is made, I will con- 
sider it as cautiously and as calmly, I trust, as 
any gentleman here. 

My colleague proposes to reduce this appro- 
priation from $898,000 to some $500,000. Does 
he give any reason for that reduction? Does he 
know any reason for that reduction? He pro- 
poses the amount which was adequate in the time 
of Mr. Polk. Why talk in this way? We are 
not now in the time of Mr. Polk. I wish we were 

| in the time of Mr. Polk, so far as the value of 


'| money is concerned; for there are few of us who 


My friend from Mississippi talked about the 


chances of war, and he spoke of the large naval 
preparations making in France. I do not care 
to dispute that the gentleman himself, and the 
newspapers to which he refers, are much better 
acquainted with the affairs of the world than I 
am; but, sir, if | have read the papers of the day 
cerrectly, those preparations are for a war in 
Italy, against Austria. I do not know, sir, that 
we have anything to do with that war; and it will 
searcely be a naval war. The President tells us 
that we are on good terms with every nation of 
the Old World, without serious differences any- 


| have not suffered loss from the diminished value 
| of money, by the additions to the currency since 
the time of Mr. Polk. An appropriation of 
$2,500,000, proposéd by my colleague, a or 
ment and repair, in the time of Mr. Polk, would 
involve an appropriation now of $3,500,000 for 
the same object of expenditure, to say nothing of 
| the increase of our Navy, to which other gentle- 
men have adverted. Talk about that being the 
proper amount now, because that was the amount 
appropriated in the time of Mr. Polk! Does the 
gentlemen remember that a large navy-yard has 
been constructed upon the Pacific coast since that 
time? What does he tell us of the objects of this 
proposed expenditure? Does he know how much 
| will be expended or required for any one of the 
objects of expenditure contained in this item? He 
has not informed us? He simply asks us to re- 
duce this amount, because when the condition of 
the country was altogether different that amount 
_ was found to be sufficient. Sir, let us come here 
as calm, reflecting statesmen, not moved by prej- 
udice or passion, giving to each subject its own 
proper consideration, and voting as we suppose 
our several constituencies will approve. 
| Here the hammer fell.} 
Mr. STANTON. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man who moves this amendment, that if he will 
add a proviso to it which will prevent the Depart- 
| ment from incurring liabilities beyond the appro- 
| priation, | will vote with him. But I am not pre- 


where. As to the British and French cruisers | pared to go to work here without any data, and 
man will reflect for a moment, he will see that || in the Gulf of Mexico, they are there only for || without any showing that it can be done at all, 
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and strike down the appropriations simply be- 
cause 

Mr. WINSLOW. Can the gentleman from 
Ohio point to any one instance where there has 
been a call by the Navy Department for a defi- 
ciency bill ? 


Mr. STANTON, 








No, sir; but I take it for 


granted that if the amount recommended by the | 


Committee of Ways and Means is necessary, and 
the service be kept up, and if the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia be adopted, there 
will be a deficiency bill. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I did not understand my 
friend from Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON. Now, if the gentleman from 
Virginia will give us some satisfactory guarantee 
against this state of@hings, that his amendment 
will create a reduction of the expenditure, and 
not merely a temporary reduction of the appro- 
priations to be supplied next year, I can under- 
sland it. 

Mr.GARNETT. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, with his permission, that, if the amend- 
ment be adopted, and he move a clause confining 
the Secretary to this expenditure, I will very 
cheerfully vote for it. 1 voted for such clauses in 
other bills; and | moved them. lam not sure 


whether the gentleman from Ohio voted with me | 


Or ngt. 
ve STANTON. Yes; I did. 
Mr. MILLSON withdrew his amendment. 
The question recurred on Mr, 
amendment; and it was rejected. 
Mr. COLFAX. 
ment, which, | think, no member on either side 
of the House will object to: 


Add at end of forty-ninth line: 

Provided, further, That whatever amount may be ex- 
pended by Commodore Paulding in the defense of suits aris- 
ing out of his arrest of William Watker and his associates, 
on the shores of Nicaragua, shall be paid out of this fund. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
order. 


Mr. COLFAX. I very respectfully appeal from 


the decision of the Chair. Weare appropriating | 


money for contingencies of the Navy, for legal 


GARNETT’S 


I offer the following amend- 


The amendment is not in | 


expenses, for courts-martial, for courts of in- | 


quiry. Itis right for us to say how that money 


shall be expended; and I think that some of 1t | 
ought to be expended in protecting a gallant com- 


mander for performing an act that has been in- 
dorsed by this House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I want to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. COLFAX. 
to repl Fs 


Yes, if | have an opportunity 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is not de- | 


batable. 

Mr. MOORE called for tellers on the appeal. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burrinton, 
and Davis of Mississippi, were appointed, 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I appeal to the 
gentleman from Indiana to withdraw his amend- 
ment, 

Mr. GROW. Let it be adgpted, then. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. No; it is not 
right. 

The committee divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 66, noes 56. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I desire to submit 
another amendment, and it is the last I shall pro- 
pose. I move to strike out from line eighty-one 


to line one hundred and thirty-nine, inclusive, as | 


follows: 
“ Navy-yards, 


* For the construction and completion of works, and for 
the current repairs at the several navy-yards : 

** Portsmouth, New Hampshire.—F or removing coffer-dam, 
sewer, machine-shop, capstans tor masting sheers, repairs 
of floaung dock, and repairs of all kinds, $50,719 50. 

** Boston.— For machinery for machine shop and foundery, 
pattern-shop, grading, paving and draining, rail tracks and 
cars, sidewalk on Chelsea street, paving poruion of Wap- 
ping street, steam fire-engine, water-closets, and repairs of 
all kinds, $163,305. 

“New York.—For removing and putting up sheers, bilge 
blocks for dry-docks, construction of quay wall, dredging 














for flasks, gas generator and fixtures, conversion of old ma- 
chine-shop to foundery, machinery and tools, and repairs 
of all kinds, #80,307 90. 


“ Norfolk.—For continuing quay waj, comp!*ting forge 


shop, reservoir for stables, dredging and filling in, ma- | 


chinery, tools, and cranes, continuation of railway, comple- 


ting timber-shed number seventeen, completing foundery, | 


completing saw. mill machinery, saw-shed and railway, and 
for repairs of all kinds, $198,224 10. 
‘* Pensacola.—For extension of granite wharf, repairing 


and operating floating-dock, dredging for wharf and deep | 
basin, pitch boiling-house, launching ways, railways, and || 


repairs of all kinds, $109,282 50. 
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**Mare Island, California.—For completing machine and || 
boiler shops, continuing quay wall, grading, towards ma- | 
chinery for new shops, completion of houses number seven, 


nine, eleven and thirteen, pitch-house, steam boxes, mold 
loft number thirty-six, coopers’ shop, and tank-shed, and 
repairs of all kinds, $230,310. 

** Sackett’s Harbor.—For repairs of all kinds, $3,850.” 


And to insert in lieu thereof, the following: 


For preservation of works, and for current repairs, at 
the several navy-yards, viz. : 

At Portsmouth, New Hampshire, $10,000. 

At Boston, $15,000. 

At New York, $20,000. 

At Philadelphia, $15,000, 

At Washington, $10,000, 

At Norfolk, $20,000. 

At Pensacola, $10,000. 

At Mare Island, California, $20,000. 

At Sackett’s Harbor, 91,000. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Before that 
amendment is acted on, I desire to perfct the text 
of the original bill. Under the head of ** Wash- 
ington,’’? 1 move to strike out the words ‘ gas 
generator and fixtures;’’ and to reduce the amount 
to $72,107 90. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. It will be perceived 


that the part of the bill which I propose to strike | 


| 


out, embraces appropriations of something over | 


$1,000,000, for the construction and continuation 


of new works for navy-yards. The whole clause | 


which I propose to strike out, is for the construc- 
tion and continuation of new works. It is not for 
the carrying on the ordinary business of navy- 
yards at all. That is provided for in another part 
of the bill; but it is for the construction and con- 
tinuation of new works and improvements. 

It is sufficient for me to say that this is not the 
time to continue works of that character. I pro- 
pose to put these navy-yards in a state of ordi- 
nary, to stop all new works, and simply to provide 
for keeping in repair the works now constructed, 
and preserving from injury the works now going 


/on. And, in order to justify the course I pursue, 


I will read from the resolutions of the majority 
of the special committee. I do not read from the 
resolutions of the minority, because I happen to 
be one of them. The resolution is as follows: 

** Resolved, That the testimony taken in this investigation 


yard, and, as such, require the interposition of legislative 
reform ; but it is due to justice to declare that these abuses 
have been slowly but gradually growing up, during a long 
course of years, and that no particular Administration should 
bear the entire blame theretor.”’ 

The existence of glaring abuses is admitted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
best way in which we can cure these abuses would 
be to stop all the work that is now going on for 
the construction and continuation of new works, 
and put them in what is called a state of ordinary. 


But if you make these large appropriations, you | 


| must expect the existing abuses to be continued. 


channels and repairing scows, paving and flagging, improve- | 


ment of machine-shop, heating new storehouse, completing 
launching Ways to ship house EB, sky-lights to foundery and 
ventilators to smithery, painting and repairing dry-dock, 
boilers for new boiler-house and pipes, machinery for ma- 
chine-shop, foundenes, smithery, saw-mill, boiler, and pat- 
tern-shops, and tor repairs of all Kinds, $168,456 60. 

“ Philadelphia.—Por extending joiner’s shop, dredging 
channels, repairs of floating-dock, and repairs of all kinds, 
$102,492. 


I do not think it will injure anybody. Naval offi- 
cers, so faras I know, admit the abuses, and every 
intelligent gentleman in New York city or else- 
where, with whom I have conversed on the sub- 
ject of navy-yards, admits that there is a necessity 
for radical reforms. * And I am glad to say that 
the select committee on naval contracts and ex- 
yenditures were unanimous in that opinion. I 
Caen therefore, that the House will adopt this 
amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Ohio for the reason which I will state. The es- 
timates submitted to us for the construction of 
works, improvements, and repairs of the navy- 
yards amounted to $2,001,827. 
of Ways and Means, in considering these estj- 
mates, made a reduction of nearly $900,000. As 
a general rule, we authorized the erection of no 


/ new works, But buildings were in process of con- 


\* Washington.—For carriage houses and cart-sheds, shed | 


struction, and it was necessary , in order that those 
buildings should be completed, to make additional 
appropriations. I can show the committee the re- 
duction we have made by comparing the estimates 


I oppose the | 
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with the appropriations in the bill. The estimate 
for construction, repairs and improvements at 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, was $105,477 
The committee reduced the amount to $50,719 50. 
The estimate for the Boston navy-yard wag 
$308,450. The Committee on Ways and Means 
recommend that you shall appropriate $163,305 
The estimate submitted to us for New York Was 
$319,959. The Committee of Ways and Means 
recommend an appropriation of $168,456 60. At 
Philadelphia the estimates amounted to $122,997 


|The committee of Ways and Means recommen 


an appropriation of $102,492. «The estimate gyi). 


_ mitted to us for the Washington navy-yard was 
|| $155,932. The Committee of Ways and Means 
/ recommend an appropriation of $80,307 90, whict 
|| has already been reduced $8,000. At Norfolk 





the estimate was $271,387. The Committee of 
Ways and Means recommend an appropriation 
of $198,229 10. The estimate for Pensacola was 
$301,429. We ceaaiiienal an appropriation of 
$109,282 50. For the navy-yard in California the 
estimate was $403,850. We recommend an ap- 
propriation of $230,310. And then for the nayal 
station at Sacket’s Harbor we recommend an ap- 
propriation of $4,000, for the repair of the build. 
ings at that place. The aggregate reduction upon 
the estimates submitted to us 1s upwards of nine 
hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend the amend. 


| ment of the gentleman from Ohio by striking out 
| the last three lines. 
| the purpose of asking the gentleman from Ohio 


I submit the amendment foy 


whether he submitted his amendment by the di- 
rection of the Committee on Naval Affairs; and 
if so, whether they have ascertained from the 
Navy Department that the reduction he proposes 
can be made without injury to the naval service? 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I desire to say, as 
I think I remarked when I first rose, that this 
amendment, as well the other v@ich I submitted, 
was upon my own motion, and not by the diree- 
tion of any committee. At the same time, | will 
state that the committee had before them, and ex- 


| amined at great length, Commodore Smith, who 


is at the head of the bureau of yards and docks, 
and also Mr. Lenthall, the chief of the bureau of 
construction, equipment, and repair. The select 


| committee, which made this examination, how- 


ever, had no right to report on this subject, be- 


| cause they were appointed to examine into specific 


charges. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I understand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that he moves this amendment 
upon his own motion, not from ome information 
he has derived from Commodore Smith or Mr. 


|| Lenthall, but from other sources. 
proves the existence of glaring abuses in the Brooklyn navy- | 


Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I will say to the 
gentleman from Virginia, that I made the amend- 
ment upon my own motion, but from information 
which I derived from the testimony taken before 
the committee. 

Mr. LETCHER. Sol understand; but not 
from information derived from Commodore Smith, 
who is at the head of this department, who, as | 
understand, has not recommended the changes 
proposed by the gentleman. Now, sir, the com- 
mittee of Ways and Means did derive all the in- 
formation they could from this source. They had 
Commodore Smith before them, and examined 
him in reference to the necessity of these various 
items of appropriation; and the action of the com- 
mittee was the result of the information which 
they derived from him. They reduced his esti- 
mates as much as they believed was consistent 
with the wants of the public service. Now, | 
ask the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means whether his committee are prepared (0 
recommend any further reductions? 

Mr. BOCOCK. I merely want to make two 
words of explanation. The position which I have 
occupied on another committee, has taken up 8° 
much of my time that I have not thought it M- 
cumbent upon me to examine, with very great 
care, into the items of appropriation in this bill. 
The House refused to refer the pill to us, and as, 
by that action, they did not seem to want our 
opinion upon it, I have been employed elsewhere, 
and will not undertake to furnish the gentleman 
with my opinion upon this subject. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then, it seems that, be- 
cause my colleague could not head off our com 
mittee, he declines to answer. 


Mr. SEWARD. I am opposed to the ament- 
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